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CURRENT TOPICS. 


The recent appointment of Mr. Shadwell to the office 
vacated by the of the late Mr. Martineau, calls 
for some remarks from us, not only as to the inappro- 
priateness of this particular appointment, but as to the 
unsatisfactory manner in which places in the gift of 
Lord Chancellors have too often been dispensed. 

The office of Taxing Master was, as many of our 
readers will doubtless remember, established under the 
suapices of Lord Lyndhurst. The original form of the 
Bill constituting this office made it open only to mem- 
bers of the Bar; and it was not without considerable 
opposition that the Bill was passed in its present shape, 
enabling solicitors of ten years’ standing to hold the 

lace. This just and proper.amendment was introduced 
- by the present Lord Chancellor himself; and a very 
considerable sa was attached, in order to ensure the 
services of men of experience and eminence in the pro- 
fession. Of all the offices in connection with the Court 
of Chancery, that of Taxing Master leaves the largest 
amount of arbi power in the hands of an official. 
_ The intention, unquestionably, was to open it only to 
_- men whose professional incomes at least equalled the 
salary offered; and not to hold it out as a prize to 
needy practitioners, who had never succeeded in realizing 
an income of one quarter the amount. We know 
nothing of Mr. Shadwell personally; but we are suffi- 
ciently acquainted with his past career, as a pro- 
fessional man, to assert without hesitation, that he 
never occupied a position of that marked and acknow- 
ledged eminence which alone would stamp him, in 
the eyes of his professional brethren, as fully qualified 
for the post which has been conferred upon him. 
There is no one whose memory is more endeared to 
these who were honoured by his friendship, or more 
‘popular with the legal profession generally, than the 
ate Vice-Chancellor of England; and were blood 
relationship the only qualification to be considered, we 
should be inclined to put Mr. Shadwell’s claims as the 
nephew of Sir L. Shadwell before most others. But if 
we are to consider his talents, position, and general 
fitness for the office, we are compelled to protest 
earnestly against such an appointment. The appoint- 
ment of Lord Chelmsford’s ‘“‘Unknown” to the Master- 
ship in Lunacy, and his speedy abdication, is still fresh 
in the recollection of the public; and the rumour that 
a gentleman lately appointed to another important post 
has had rather too intimate an acquaintance with the 
theory and tice of that branch of the law so abl 
administered in a certain building in Portugal-street, is 
still floating like a thunder-cloud over Lincoln’s-Inn, 
ready to burst into an open storm with the smallest ad- 
ditional spark of electricity. Let us hope that it will 
be long before such a pe is added ; and that for the 
future, appointments will be made without such supreme 
gah to the claims of nepotism or relationship as has 
of late been manifested by custodians of the Great Seal. 








Yesterday was the day of the private view at the 
Academy. Why should not the Journal of the 
Solicitors have its critique on the Exhibition as 
well as all the rest of the periodical press? A 
reason this year perhaps would be, that there are 
scarcely an portraits or pictures on legal 
Subjects. tofore, besides j and chancel- 

No, 175. ’ 





lors to the size of life, there have been Waitings 
for the Verdict, Acquittals, and other such pictures. 
In the hasty peep we could give between court-rising 
and sun-setting we found on the walls very little to 
interest the profession on legal or professional grounds. 
In the great room, Sir Watson Gordon has a picture (3) of 
Sir J ofn Shave pyc ho fine as a press, ae asa 
inting rather a sketc a t master failing in 
aevaieg power than a finished picture. (65) D. T. 
Face F.G.S., barrister-at-law, by Pickersgill, R.A, to 
which we must append the same criticism, except so far 
as likeness goes, on which point the art critic of this 
Journal, not knowing the personal greene of 
that tleman nor 3 * of Boge omy aay 
jal pleader, pain order of his pupils (183), 
a poe Pe to this latter picture, the cut of the 
trowsers and the costume ge y im us more 
than we could have wished. The head, however, is fineas 
any head by the painter ought to be. He has 
nted the only brief which we saw in the Academy. 
. A. Roebuck, M.P., Q.C., (by the same master) isa fine 
rtrait, but paler even than the orator depicted. 
. C. Webster, Esq., F.A.S., barrister-at-law, by the 
same artist (324), and Sir Lawrence Peel, by F. Grant, 
R. A. (298), complete our legal list. This latter pic- 
ture is fine in colour, especially in the drapery. e 
figure is robed, but without a wig. We presume Calcutta 
is too hot for this nat very picturesque appendage. 





Owing to the unusual —— of our parliamentary 
report, we are again compelled to postpone some articles 
and communications. 


: einer ise 


THE CASE OF THE EARL OF SHREWSBURY v. 
TRAPPES, 

The Earl of Shrewsbury and Talbot deserves the 
gratitude of the profession for promoting the advance- 
ment of legal science by his numerous and interesting 
law suits. To say nothing of the famous litigation by 
which he susseadeity asserted his right to the earldom 
and estates of Shrewsbury, there is the Lord Talbot's 
case, so familiar to practitioners concerned in winding 
up insolvent companies; and during the last two 
weeks it has appeared in the court of Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wood, that his lordship’s speculative turn 
of mind involved him in former years in forei 
as well as British joint-stock enterprises, which 
have been fertile in complicated litigation. The 
case of The Earl of Shrewsbury v. Trappes presents 
a remarkable example of the sort of scheme which, 
in the years of eager speculation 1844 and 1845, allured 
men of. sanguine character and abundant means to in- 
volve themselves in almost inextricable entanglements ; 
and it also deserves attention for the light which it 
throws upon foreign methods of procedure, and upon 
the machinery of associations which seem to have suc- 
cessfully competed with the most ingenious of home- 
made contrivances for absorbing the capital of enthusi- 
astic simpletons. 

The complicated transactions which have been latel 
brought under the cognizance of Sir W. P. Wood, took 
their origin in the simple fact that, about the year 1842, 
the Count de Geloés was owner of extensive estates in 
Belgium, which were mo: to an amount exceed- 
ing any moderate estimate of their value. Now the 
principle of commercial association has been supposed to 
possess numerous virtues; and among others this, that it 
could make property valuable in many hands which, in 
the hands of a single owner, was admitted to be value- 
less. A company was projected with the professed object 
of purchasing these estates of the Count de Geloés, pay- 
ing off the mortgages, and realising a profit to the share- 
holders. The expectations of success in this undertak- 
ing ~ not have been more extravagant than in man 

er brilliant but delusive schemes, which attracted 
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blic favour during the same excited period. Perhaps | This purchase by Lord Shrewsbury was effected by 
of the founders of the aeocttion may bade means of four actes de vente of four different estates, 
been and executed at Dunkirk, on the 9th Decem- 


ited to finding a wealthy i 3h and in this they 
succeeded. that year of deceptive promise, 
844, there existed in Belgium, $ ea coopeny, 
having transferable shares, called Za Société Ci 

Agricole et Forestiére de Viére et Semois. This com- 
pany had been established for the pe of rendering 
the insolvent estates of the Count Geloés solvent, or 
at least of persuading some rich and trustful ns 
that that result might be expected frem the s ope- 
rations of the company and the magnificent destinies 
of industrious and fertile Belgium. The Earl of Shrews- 
bury, then called Lord Ingestre, had a natural capacity 


his ip a i - 
Jaticue in Belgiae r land, the curious Suiatialion 6 the 
com cr a brief explanation. The contrat de 
iete bore date the 28th June, 1842. The capital of 
the company was to be 5,700,000 francs. There were 
to be 5,700 shares of 1,000 francs each, and they were 
to be divided into three classes, The first class con- 
sisted of 3,500 shares, called actions commanditaires. 
ited the amount of the mortgage debts 
with which the landed property of the company was 
charged. The creditors who them ap to have 
renounced, during the period of ten years fixed for the 
duration of the company, the right to compel payment 
he certifieates of these shares were 
rekon of in the pleadings as “titles of debt” against 
company, and they were said to be of the nature of 
cédules écaires, or mortgage scrip. The holders 
of these did not participate in the profits or losses of the 
company, and were to come under no responsibility for 
its transactions. The certificates were transferable by 
indorsement. But supposing they were issued to the 
holder of a registered mo and afterwards 
into other hands, they must become valueless. Thus, 
while ere bad ange had the outward i maaan dl of 
hegotiable securities, possessed a real value only in 
det beatin of tha. aeovhemeer ar eo ignee. They bore, 
however, the external aspect of negotiability ; and this 
al to have the idea, that the liabilities 
of those whe had indorsed them were similar to the 
liabilities which arise upon the indorsement of a bill of 
exchange. Suppose, for instance, that the mo 
property proved insufficient to satisfy the mortgage, it 
was represented that the holder of the certificates could 
sue those who had indorsed them to him for the defi- 
ciency. Such, at least, was the account given to Lord 
Shrewsbury of the character and value of these cer- 
tificates; and he was induced by the representations 
made to him to become the purchaser of certificates to 
the amount of 348,000 francs, and to accept bills to the 
extent of £16,000 in payment of the purchase-money. 
The object of the present suit was to restrain proce 
at law ees Oe bills, and to have the agreement for 
oe sms of the certificates set aside as procured by 


ft 


The purchase of these certificates was, however, only 
one of many strange and imprudent steps taken hy Lord 
Shrewsbury in eonnection with this Société de Viére et 
Semois, ana its ions in Belgian landed property. 
In that year of lively gree gue” 1844, the com 

to have provided itself with a eee clever 
Pecia asocciatie, who wddht bo vsclette ying into 
connection with it some co of more wealth than 
wisdom. This judicious choice of agents was soon re- 
warded by the establishment of intimate relations be- 
tween the company and the Earl of Shrewsbury. That 
adventurous nobleman lost no time in constituting him- 
self the purchaser of all or nearly all the large estates 
which formed the company’s stock in trade, at the price 
of 5,450,000 franes, or £218,000. It should be observed 
that at the formation of the company the mortgages on 
the estates amounted to about ated francs, which 
sum was thought to be ly beyond their value. 





r, 1844. These actes were in due form according to 
both the French and the Belgian law. The object of 
executing them in France was to avoid for a time the - 
heavy fiseal dues which in Belgium would have become 
payable at the moment of their execution. There was 
an allegation on the part of the defendants, that the 


urchase-money really intended to be pe y Lord 
knee was 4,100,000 franes. Even sum, 
however, exceeded 


e probable value of the . 
It is certain that Lord Shrewsbury paid £220,000, 
in part performance of these contracts, and ‘that 
that sum seems to have been divided among Sr tetate 
managers of the company, and at any rate was w 
lost. It soon appeared these contracts must be got 
rid of in order to secure Lord Shrewsbury 
possible claims on behalf of the two insolvent Engl 
who had induced him to enter into the 


and 
whose names had been associated with his own as pur- 
chasers. Accordingly, a decree of the tri of Arlon 


in Belgium was obtained to set aside the four contracts. 
This step was taken by the advice of René 
Leveil, the principal defendant in the pepent suit, 
who now to exercise great influence over 
Lerd Shrews in these transactions, and who seems’ 
to have directed at his pleasure the application of 
his lordship’s funds. It was still that the 
ase of these estates was most desirable, and as 
Shrewsbury had already sunk at least £20,000 
in the speculation, he would naturally go on ventur- 
ing more money in the hope of aig mx his 
first advance. It was now suggested lordship 
should buy up certain registered mortgages upon 
of the estates, and take regular assignments of them, 
and thus entitle himself to proceed before the tribunal 
of fone, for a a sale, when he Lewtede so 
on advantageous terms. ngty, he 
Femitted £4,000 to Leveil to take up one of these mort- 
gages, which had come by assignment into the hands of 
the Bank of Industry at Antwerp. ere were com- 
licated pecuniary transactions between this bank and 
veil. The money remitted by Lord Shrewabers, Wee 
received by the bank, but he never got @ transfer of 
the mortgage, and was in some way to 
remain content without it. There was another mort- 
for £20,000, which Lord Shrewsbury was also 
recommended to take up and for this purpose he 
accepted bills to the -full amount due upon the mort- 
gage, and sent the bills to Leveil, from whom they 
pay to the Bank of Vopuagt It was stated that 
rd Shrewsbury had pes one-half of these bills, to the 
amount of £10,000; but the other half, to the like 
amount of £10,000, or some part of them, still remain 
unpaid, and attempts have been made by the liquida- 
tors of the bank to compel payment. No t of the 
mortgage of £20,000 was ever made to Lord ay bioag? O 
and he now all that the amount paid by him on 
above-mentioned acceptances, and also other p sums 
fo A OT A 
8 ons, na y Leveil to 
his own connected with: the association with the 
bank. In particular it was alleged that the bank held 
348 shares or actions of the first class in the company, 
and that Leveil purchased these shares from the 
or induced the to deliver them up to him, by means 
of money er to Lord Shrewsbury. Having ob- 
tained these shares from the bank, Leveil then persuaded 
Lord Shrewsbury to purchase them, re that 
he would thus acquire the right of a mortgagee see 
the estates, a right against the bark similar to of 
the holder of a bill of exchange against the indorser 


~ 


and a further right of set-off against tank in case 
it should sue him upon his acce which the bank 
held. ye i was that, 
in the first place, 


whieh Level 


ese shares | induced 
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Lord Shrewsbury to purchase from him had really been 
urchased by Leveil from the bank with Lord 
hrewsbury’s owit money; and secondly, that these 

shares were worthless when severed from the mortgages 

which they represented, and which the bank still held, 
and that the supposed analogy to bills of bo ay was 

a mere figment wholly unauthorised by the Belgian 


_law, so that the bank had incurred no liability by its 


indorsement. To complete the history of these curious 
and intricate transactions, it should be stated that. in 
1846 Lord Shrewsbury entered into a second contract 
with the company for the purchase of the estates, which 
was afterwards judicially annulled; and in 1850 he 
ig bay sa a of the estates at a judicial sale, but he 
ailed to perform his contract, and the registration duty 
paid by him was forfeited. 

Such is the outline of this remarkable litigation, 
which has occupied the Court more than seven entire 
days in argument, and upon the merits of which the 
Vice-Chancellor has reserved his judgment. The bill 
stated a letter from Leveil in which he informed Lord 
Shrewsbury that a “celebrated Paris advocate” con- 
firmed the singular interpretation which we have noticed 
of the effect of the indorsement of the actions by the 
Bank of Industry. ' Several opinions of French lawyers 
upon the legal operation of these instruments were read, 
and we may expect in course of time to hear what Sir 
W. P. Wood thinks of those opinions and of the 
questions of foreign law discussed in them. It may be in- 
teresting to practitioners to know that a written opinion 
of a “celebrated Paris advocate” may be obtained for 
50 francs or £2. Leveil wrote to Lord Shrewsbury 
that it was worth while to go to this expense to obtain 
reliable advice upon a point of so much importance ; 
and he added that he had himself obtained a verbal 
opinion for his own guidance for £1 12s. Law is 


. certainly cheaper in France and Belgium than it is here, 


but this case seems to prove that it is not better. When 
the judgment of the Court has been delivered, we shall 
offer some further observations upon the case; and it 
must in the meantime be borne in mind that we have 
as yet confined ourselves chiefly to the plaintiff's side of 
it. Upon a statement of a few leading facts there can 
be no doubt but the whole story of the dealings be- 
tween Lord Shrewsbury and Leveil is eminently one 
which is capable of being told in two opposite ways. 





ae 


THE LAW OF PRIZE FIGHTS, 


We feel that some apology is due to our readers, for 
again alluding to the late fight for the championship. 
But there is something at once vexatious and ludicrous 
in the fact, that the brutal scene at Aldershott may 
possibly be re-enacted in some other locality, in defiance 
not only of law but of the will of the whole community. 
We say of the whole; for the proportion of prize- 
fighters and their abettors to the other sections of 
society is happily so small, that it may be fairly enough 
said to be the will of England that no future encounter 
in the prize ring shall take place either between Sayers 
and Heenan or between any others of the gladiatorial 
class. And yet such seems to be the apathy of those in 
power, that not only was the late encounter more than 
winked at, but it is not impossible that if the congress at 
the office of Bell's Life, or wherever else it may be sitting, 
should fail to settle amicably the affair of “ the belt,” a 
fresh battle may be Surely the law is strong 
enough to prevent this outrage, if its aid be properiy 
sought. Let us see how this is; for the matter is one 
which concerns the credit of our boasted magisterial 
system. Now, our attention has been called to the fact, 
that Sayers at the time he fought was, and we presume 
is now, under a izance to come up for judgment 
to the Court of Queen's Bench, in respect of a 
breach of the peace for which he was indicted, 
and to which he pleaded guilty four years ago. 
‘This citcumetance was formally brought before Si 





Cornewall Lewis some time before the recent $ 
but the law of circumlocution is not so easily en 
as that of England; and it was only the evening 
before the fight was, to come off, that the authorities at 

Office vouchsafed a reply that the proper 
course was for the Queen’s Bench to call on 
appear according to his recognizance, and on his failure 
to do so, to cause him to be arrested. Had there been 
at head quarters any real desire to prevent the figh 
the course adopted under this view of the law (w 
we may remark, is correct enough) would have to 
direct the Attorney-General to move the Court and 
obtain the necessary rule. If this had been done, the 
fight would probably have not come off; because Seger, 
on his appearance, would have been compelled, on 
articles, to have entered into recognizances too 
for his most enthusiastic backers to have risked 
consequences of their estreat. Yet the state of 
law with re; to this branch of the subject is 
altogether satisfactory, though it is not easy to 
aremedy. Possibly it might be well, in order 
these exceptional cases of national rivalry, that 
Court of Queen’s Bench should be enabled in their 
cretion to visit a breach of recognizance entered into 
before them under such circumstances, by imprison- 
ment of the party bound, without reference to any fine 
to the Crown. This would be an effectual remedy; for 
pugilists do not fancy the risk of two years’ imiprison- 
ment with hard labour. 

If there be the slightest reason to apprehend a renewal 
of the contest, such an application would, we think, be 
the proper course now to adopt. It is true that, as a 
general rule, the Queen’s Bench will reject articles of 
the peace exhibited before them where the matter can 
be entered into and disposed of before a local tribunal. 
They did so, for a vk Pn Sa of Rez v. Waite, 
(2 Burr. 780) ont ua the unnecessary expense 
to which fe Fortec do would be put by coming up to 
London for the purpose of finding security. But this, 
it is expressly stated, was their sole reason for taking ~ 
that course. en ~ ‘on doubt, teat gre as to a 

wer not merely of the Queen’s collectively, but 
ely single filles of the Court, or of any other ez offici 
conservator of the peace, to bind over any person to keep 
it, on sufficient cause being shown; and onsuch an occa- 
sion as an anticipated prize fight, the impossibility of 
pursuing the intending offenders from county to county, 
taken in connection with the existing magisterial sys- 
tem, under which, as the general rule, peacekeepers are 
not enabled to act beyond their own limits of 
jurisdiction, would surely be thought sufficient 
for the interference of the Court. While on this subj 
we may add, that we have heard it asserted, that inas- 
much as both men were willing to receive the blows 
of the other, no offence against law was committed by 
them in, ee encounter; and hig Pont of the 
maxim that volenti non fit injuria. a novel appli- 
cation of a very useful doctrine is absurd enough. It 
needs searcely be seriously answered that in such a ease 
the injury done is not one which either of the comba- 
tants receives at the hands of the other, but one which is 
suffered by the whole ay og mnt In many crimes, 
such as theft, there are, it is true, kinds of injury, 
though the lesser or private one is absorbed in 
public offence. In the particular case of a prize fight, 
there is no civil injury to be disposed of; but the wrong 
to the public is none the less on that account. 


cates 
—> 


Herbert Broom, Esq., M.A., and Joseph Sharpe, LLD., 
have been elected by the senate of the University of London, 
examiners in law and the principles of legistation for the years 
1860-61, 

We understand that Mr. Ernest Jones is about to follow Lis 

as & barrister, and intends poms. the Old 
ley Sessions and on the Northern Circuit. . Jones was 
called to the bar at the Middle Tomple in 1844.“ 
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The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vacancies, Xe. 
QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Before the Lord Chief Justice CocksBurn and Justices 
CroMPTON and BLACKBURN.) 
April 27.—Lord Chief Justice CockBURN said that the old 
practice of saying to the gentleman who had argued a special 
case, “ Mr. ——, will you move for your argument?” had now 
il such a mere form that he should discontinue the prac- 
tice in future; but any gentleman who wished to make a motion 
under such circumstances could do so as a matter of course. 





Vacation Norice.—During the vacation, until further 
notice, all applications which are necessary to be made at the 
chambers of the equity judges are to be made at the chambers 
of the Master of the Rolls. The chambers of the Master of the 
Rolls will be open on Friday, May llth, and on Tuesday, 
Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday, the 15th, 16th, 17th, and 
18th May, from 11 to 1. 


The Queen has been pleased to appoint Adams G. Archi- 
bald, Esq., to be Attorney-General; Joseph Howe, Esq., to be 
Provincial Secretary; William Annand, Esq., to be Financial 
Secretary; Jonathan McCully, Esq., to be Solicitor-General ; 
and John H. Anderson, Esq., to be Receiver-General; for the 
Province of Nova Scotia. 


Mr. Frederick Augustus Lewis, of No. 7, Trafalgar-place 
East, Hackney-road, Middlesex, has been appointed a com- 
missioner for taking affidavits in the Court of Chancery of the 
county palatine of Durham and Sudberge. 


~ 
> 


Parliament and Lzgislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Friday, April 27. 
CHARITABLE USES, 

Lord CraxworTH, in moving the second reading of this Bill, 
said it had for its object to amend certain provisions of the Act 
commonly called the Mortmain Act. That Act was passed in 
the early reign of George II., with a view to prevent, accord- 
ing to its preamble, languishing and dying persons from dispos- 
ing of their property to charities. But there were many 33 
the provisions contained in the Act which were of a purely 
technical nature, and were found to be attended with serious 
inconvenience. The Act provided that all real property to be 
given to a charity should be conveyed by deed indented, which 
was found inconvenient in many respects, for there were certain 
properties which could not be conveyed by deed. Copyhold 
lands, for instance, could not be conveyed by deed, or other 
than by surrender, and therefore could not be given to a charity, 
He proposed to remedy that inconvenience, and also to give to 
the person Lay the land the right of reservaticn which 
was denied by the Act of Mortmain. 

Lord ABINGER said he objected to the Bill on the ground of 
the retrospective effect it would have in certain cases. He 
aan that to pass the Bill would be to render the whole of 

the Mortmain Act wholly inoperative. They ought not to as- 
sent to the second reading without full and inquiry, and 
he felt bound to move the amendment of which he had given 
en Bill be read a second time that day 


The Lox Lozp CHANCELLOR said he understood it was not in- 
tended to take the opinion of the House upon the second read- 

He was rather rejoiced that his noble and learned friend 
Re eee eee ee ane 
law upon the subject was in a most unsatisfactory state 
he regretted extremely that his noble and learned friend 
not taken the whole matter in hand, and brought in a Bill 
ameod completely the law of mortmain. It was a most diffi- 
cult undertaking; but there was no member of either House of 
Parliament who was more qualified to grapple with its difficul- 
ties than the noble and learned lord. He (the Lord Chancel- 
_ ¢ wo bee pagar clauses of the Bill; but, upon 

¥ it would be more t to et 

the further consideration of the measure. pire Orel 
Fan ag oe us ES have the Bill referred to 
@ select committee, wh 


te ee with maar 
to the retrospective clauses of Siuet bn seem 
the erm canes of the Bil might be rk 
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TrusTEES, MortGAGEEsS, &c. 

Lord CraNwortH moved the second reading of this Bill. 

Lord St. LEonarps entertained no objection to the Bill being 
read a second time; but he considered that some of the details 
of the Bill would have to be amended when the House went. 
into committee. 

The Bill was then read a second time. 

Divorce Court. 

On the report on amendments being brought up, 

Lord REDESDALE proposed the addition of a clause pro- 
viding that where a case was brought before the judge of the 
Divorce Court in which it appeared from the evidence that the 
wife had been unchaste before marriage, and that fact was known 
to the husband, he should not be entitled to a divorce, but the 
granting him a divorce should be placed in the discretion of the 
Court. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR objected to the clause. He was 
of opinion it would lead to the most scandalous, and, at the 
same time, unnecessary inquiries. Besides, the object of the 
Bill before the House was not to effect any change in the law, 
but simply to improve the procedure of the Divorce Court. 

After a few words from Lord RepEsDALE in reply, 

The clause was negatived, and the report was agreed to, 

Monday, April 30. 
TrustEEs, MortGaGcEEs, &c. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Divorce Court. 
This Bill was read a third time. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, April 27. 
OFFICE OF CORONER. 

Mr. Coppetr asked the Secretary of State for the Home 
Department the question of which he had given notice, as to 
whether it was his intention to propose to Parliament any 
measure to carry into effect the recommendations of the select 
committee on the office of coroner? 

Sir G. C. Lewis said that there were several recommenda. 
tions of the committee which he should be disposed to adopt, 
either by bringing in a new Bill, or by amending the Bill now 
before the House. But what he conceived the principal re- 
commendation of the committee—namely, that coroners should 
be paid by salary—he was not disposed to adopt, as it appeared 
to him, that in such a state of things there would be no security 
for the adequate performance of the office. 


ECCLESIASTICAL COURTS JURISDICTION. 
This Bill was read a second time. 
Monday, April 30. 
ATTORNEYS, SOLICITORS, AND CERTIFICATED CONVEYANCERS, 


A petition was presented by Mr. Warner from the att orneys 
and solicitors of Norwich in favour of this Bill. 


BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 


A petition was also presented by Mr. Tollemache from 
Birkenhead in favour of this Bill. 


Tuesday, May 1. 
BaNKRuPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 

A petition was presented by Mr. Lyall from the solicitors, 
merchants, and traders of Whitehaven, in favour of a local juris- 
diction by county courts in cases of bankru ptey. Also, one by 
Mr. Ormsby Gore, from Wellington and pa parishes in 
the county of Salop, in favour of the Bill. 


EcciestasticaL Courts JURISDICTION. 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Atroryers, SoLicirons’ AND CERTIFICATED CONVEYANCERS. 

The House went into committee on this Bill, 

The preamble was postponed. 

Clauses 1, 2, and 3, were agreed to. 

On clause 4, 

Mr. Jonw Locke. said ho proposed to strike out of the 31st 
line the word “managing.” As to this werd he might state 
that it had been introduced into the clause, when the Bill was 
in committee in the House of Lords, by the noble lord (Lord 
Chelmsford) who had charge of the Bill, The clause as it 


stood in the Bill which he had had the honour of pore.) 
ercetine eaten dete of attorneys who had been 
i fide engaged for ten years in their offices, 
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Lords had, however, imposed a further restriction with regard 
to thatclass of clerks, and their lordships had provided that 
they should have been engaged in the transaction and perform- 
ance of such matters of business as were usuelly transacted 
and performed by attorneys. The clause did not apply to those 
clerks who were merely employed by attorneys. [The hon. 
and learned member read the clause.] No doubt, that would 
have been sufficient to guard against a different meaning being 
given to the clause; but when it was in committee the word 
“ managing” was inserted in it, and by that means they had 
entirely defeated the whole scope, and object, and intention, of 
the clause as it originally stood. He had received numerous 
letters and much information from gentlemen well acquainted 
with this subject; and one letter which he had received would 
fully explain to the committee the great objection which was 
felt to the introduction of this word “‘managing.” In the first 
place, it was clear that the word “ managing clerk ” had no ex- 
act legal meaning. No doubt, all might understand what the 
term “ managing clerk” meant; but still he was right in stating 
that it had no definite legal meaning, and none could be given 
to it. It might mean a person in a higher position in an office 
than another person, or it might be left to the arbitrary 
disposition of any man to say what it meant, and thus any 
employer would be able to decide whether a managing clerk 
should have his articles or not. If the clause had been left as 
it had been drawn, there could have been no objection to it. 
The letter to which he particularly referred stated that the 
writer thought the Attorneys, &c., Bill brought in to the Commons 
was under his (Mr. Locke’s) charge; but that it appeared that in 
Lord Chelmsford’s Bill which had come down from the other 
House, their lordships had taken several of the clauses which 
his Bill contained, and that in one of them they had introduced 
the word “managing,” which would favour the unscrupulous, 
and be to their advantage over the scrupulous; and the writer 
added, that he might desire to give a clerk his articles, but if he 
failed to answer the description of the word “‘managing,” such 
clerk would lose the benefit of the advantages of the clause, 
although he might have been ten years in his service. He 
hoped the attention of the House would be given to the subject. 
He (Mr. Locke) would distinctly state, that it was never in- 
tended to admit only persons who might be termed managing 
clerks, and therefore he believed he should be quite right in 
moving that the word should be excluded from this clause in 
the Bill; and should the committee exclude the word the clause 
would remain sufficiently stringent without it. It would then 
apply to persons who were bond jide clerks, and who had served 
their employers ten years; and such clerks would be entitled to 
the privilege of being admitted as attorneys after a service of 
three years instead of five years; though not as a matter of 
course, but only after undergoing an examination which all 
others would be obliged to undergo, The requirement would 
be ten years as bond fide clerk and three years as articled clerk 
before such clerk could be admitted. He begged to move the 
omission of the word “managing.” 

Mr. Bovixt did not think the honourable and learned mem- 
ber would have raised this objection if he had referred to the 
clause as it originally stood in his own Bill. The term there 
required was fifteen years as clerk, but that was reduced to ten 
years, and he also required that they should in fact be managing 
clerks, The object and scope of this Bill were to give great 
advantages to those gentlemen who had distinguished them- 
selves in their conduct of business, and it was not intended to 
preclude any clerk of an attorney from becoming an attorney. 
The advantage offered was a shorter period of service, There 
were also other advantages given to those gentlemen who had 
been at the Bar; and in all cases specified in the Bill the term 
of service was reduced from five years to three years. He 
would repeat that in reference to clerks generally it was not 
intended to preclude them from becoming attorneys. But the 
great object of the Bill was to give advantages to gentlemen 
who had not had the advantage of an education at the univer- 
sity. ‘The clause as it stood had met with the full approval 
of the law lords, by one of whom the word “ managing ” was in- 
serted in the clause, and therefore he must ask the committee 
to assent to the clause as it had come before them. 

Mr, Jamus said he quite agreed with the hon. and learned 
gentleman the member for Southwark, in asking the committee 
to expunge this word “ managing.” ‘The object of the clause 
was to give clerks generally a chance of raising themselves in 
the profession in the same as in an ordinary mercantile 


esta ent. In respect to those clerks who had been asai- 
duous and attentive in business, they ought to have the chance 
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prietors of which in many cases had formerly been servants in 
those establisments. It was said that the real object of intro- 
ducing the term “ managing clerks ” was to exclude some clerks, 
such as engrossing clerks and copying clerks and others, from 
being entitled to admission, but all that was sufficiently pro- 
vided for in the latter part of the clause. (The hon. and 
learned gentleman read the clause.) He believed that mana- 
ging clerks in large firms were clerks who received from £300 
to £500 a year, and that on the whole they had really no desire 
to become attorneys, while on the other hand there were many 
large houses in which were young gentlemen, the sons of highly 
respectable men in the country, who accepted salaries as clerks, 
and they were or might be desirous of ing admitted on 
the roll of attorneys. He thought the committee would be per- 
fectly justified in excluding the term “managing,” and that 
they should not narrow theapplication of admission. (The 
hon. and learned gentleman read the latter part of the clause.) 

Mr. DENMAN wished to add a single word to show that he 
fully agreed that the term ‘‘ managing” was not satisfactory. 
He objected to it on two grounds, From inquiries which he 
had made, and from letters cy he had read prt _— 
parts of the country, he foun a@ managing ten 
years’ standing was an extremely rare animal, and hardly ever 
to be met with, and no doubt those who were managing clerks 
had gone through a great deal of the drudgery of the profession; 
and to extend the privilege of admission to those gentlemen, 
would be to extend it to avery small body indeed, and that 
was not the object and intention of the Bill; for it was to give 
the privilege to a great many persons. There was 
reason why he should oppose the word; he had been informed 
that there were many respectable firms in the country in which 
there was no such person as a “managing clerk.” The term 
was found to exist as a rule in London, and not in the country; 
and therefore on those two grounds he did not think the 
“ managing” ought to be allowed to remain in the clause. He 
thought the hon. and learned member for Guildford might 
meet the objections to the word; and therefore he would suggest 
to him the propriety of introducing into the latter part of the 
clause some words which would restrict the meaning of the 
clause. The clause as first formed was intended to confer a 
privilege on those who had been bond fide engaged as clerks in 
the actual business of attorneys or solicitors. Ifthe hon. and 
learned gentleman would act on his suggestion, he should be 
willing to abide by his opinion in the matter. But he cer- 
tainly hoped words would be introduced which should carry 
out the object and intention of the original clause. 

Mr, Matis said that clerks did not become managing clerks all 
at once; but they had to undergo some years of service in the 
office before they could attain to that position. He quite 
agreed that the word “managing” ought to be retained, 
because it was intended to confer a privilege on men who 
got into the position of managing clerk, and they ought to 
entitled to be admitted in three years instead of five years 
the roll of attorneys. He would suggest that the views of 
parties could be met by retaining the word “ ee 
that instead of requiring a period of service as clerks 
years, they should alter the term to seven years, so that men 
might be seven years managing clerks, and three years articled 
clerks. That alteration would make it perfectly secure that 
the clerks of attorneys and solicitors would not become 
attorneys in less than ten years. They all knew what a 
respectable body of men these managing clerks were, and they 
all knew what important matters were entrusted to their 
management. Ifa man had shewn himself competent to con- 
duct ordinary business for seven years, the committee would 
only be acting a generous part, in saying that after a period of 
seven years, and three years, that man should be eligible to 
be admitted on the roll. He would, therefore, propose 
the word “managing” should be retained, and the word “ ten” 
should be altered to “ seven.” 

Mr. B. OsporNE was understood to oppose any alteration 
from ten to seven, and to say, that it could only be done on 
bringing up the report. 

Mr. Mowrrax thought the alteration would be beneficial ; 
and that it might be done in the way proposed by his honourable 
and learned friend. 

The Arrorney-Ganerat said that any alteration in the 
term of ten years would entirely defeat the spirit of the clause, 
‘The term “ managing clerk” was a denomination applicable 
only to persons = were employed in London; for clerks of 
attorneys and solicitors in the country did all the business 
of the office under the superintendence of their yy boy 
The spirit of the clause was, that any gentleman who had 
engaged for a considerable time in 
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office in the performance of those duties which were so very 
well defined by the Bill, should be entitled to certain advantages. 
Those who only performed mere servile duties were entirely 
exeluded from the Bill. The clause was intended to apply to 
those clerks who were employed in the office, and in the trans- 


action and performance of that kind of business which was | 


usually transacted and performed by attorneys and solicitors 
themselves. Those clerks called managing were in the habit 
of conducting the business, and had many other clerks under 
their superintendence. He thought that if those gentlemen 
were so engaged for this long period of time, they should be 
entitled to the privilege of being admitted on theroll. But the 
clause should not be confined to them. If it were, probably 
some thirty or forty would take advantage of it; and it would 
exclude all those other respectable clerks who did not come 
under the denomination, and who were entitled to the same 
privilege. He agreed with his honourable and learned friend, 
that this word “managing” ought not to be inserted in the 
clause, and therefore he should support the amendment. 

Mr. Bovixt said he had an impression that the word “mana- 


ging” ought to be retained, but seeing the feeling of thecommittee | 


he would not be wanting in respect to that feeling by insisting 
upon its retention. He would, however, suggest whether it 
would not be desirable to insert a provision in the clause to the 
effect that the last three years of the ten years should be in the 
service of the same person, and that the clause should not 
apply to a clerk who was constantly going about from one 
office to another. He would propose an amendment that the 
last three years of the term should be in the same service, and 
under the circumstances he would assent to the omission of 
the word “managing.” 

Mr, Brapy said he hoped the hon. and learned gentleman 
would not propose any such provision as that the last three 
years should be in the same service; because he felt it would be 
doing a injustice towards some clerks: for instance, a 
clerk be seven yearsin the service of one employer, and 
then compelled to leave his employment through no fault of 
his own, and he also might, through the death of his employer 
and other causes, be prevented from serving the last three years 
in one office. If that were so, he did not think that clerks 
should be liable to be stigmatized as being persons who were 
not entitled to the privilege of being admitted. All this might 
occur without any default on the part: of the clerks. 

Mr. HEnxey also agreed with those hon. and learned gentle- 
men who thought that the word “managing” ought to be struck 
out of the clause; and he would suggest to the hon. and learned 
member for Guildford, whether, when it was struck out, there 
should not be some provision 


office of attorneys and solicitors at a very early age; and he 
thought that at the early age of twenty or cea abe years 
they should not be entitled to the privilege of being admitted 
of attorneys, because they had been previously 
merely clerks in the office. 

The Arrorser-GeneRaL thought the language of the 
clause was quite sufficient to prevent that case arising; for a 
mere boy would not be a person properly designated as a bond 
Jide clerk to an attorney or solicitor, who, during the term, had 
been bond fide engaged in the transaction and performance of 
business which was usually transacted and performed by at- 
torneys and solicitors themselves. With regard to the three 
years’ service, he did not think that a clerk should be confined 
to the last three years; but if a clerk served one master during 
the term of ten years, fully three years of that should be 


The word “ managing” was then put by the Chairman, and 
negatived. 

The Soxicrror-GeNeRaL then proposed that the word 
“ proctor” should, in justice to that body of gentlemen who 
had been in the office of proctors, be inserted in the clause 
after the word “solicitor.” Clerks who had been in the service 
of ought to be afforded the same privileges as if they 

been in the service of attorneys and solicitors, and the 

same argument would apply if they had been during any por- 
tion of the term in the service of proctors. The amendment 
would be entirely within the spirit of the clause, 

Sir F. Gotpsmip suggested that the word “or” in every in- 
s ance should be struck out. 

Mr. Haprievy said that as the terms “attorney,” “solicitor,” 
and “proctor” were substantialiy identical, there would be no 
necessity for inserting the word “ proctor.” 


The So.iciton-Generat begged to remind the hon. member 





that that was not so, and therefore the hon. gentleman would 
see that the insertion of the word was necessary, 

Mr. HapFIEecp said that under recent enactments solicitors . 
and attorneys were entitled to practise in testamentary busi- 
ness and in the Divorce Court, and there were no matters of 
importance for which au attorney or solicitor would not do just 
as well as proctors. ‘They had already broken down the dis- 
tinction which formerly existed, and this was now a desirable 
time for going still further in that direction. He hoped the 
Solicitor-General would follow the course which had lately 
been pursued. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said the committee could not 
interfere with the business of a proctor, because he was ad- 
mitted to practise by the Archbishop of Canterbury. The 
amendthent was intended to provide for cases where clerks had 
served some years with proctors, in order that the time so 
occupied should not be passed over. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. Boviit then proposed the insertion of the words “ that 
the last three years of the term of ten years shall have been in 
the service of the same attorney, solicitor, or proctor, or the 
same firm,” &c. He did not intend to inflict any injustice 
upon any clerk, and if it should be desired to omit the word 
“last,” it might be struck out. He had proposed this amend- 
ment to meet, as he believed, the wish of the hon. and learned 
Attorney-General; and his (Mr. Bovill’s) own opinion was in 
favour of retaining the words, because he thought the last three 
years were the most important of the term. If it should only 
inelude the first three years of the period, a clerk might after- 
wards not retain the distinction which he arrived at, and then 
he would not be entitled to the privileges proposed to be given 
by this Bill. 

Mr. Joun Locke said he could not see the use of this 
amendment. If a man was to be a bond fide clerk for ten 
years, what did it matter if he served three years, or two years, 
or one year, with the same employer? and suppose @ man was 
a clerk for two and a half years, or even a less period, in the 
service of an attorney, and could not, from no fault of his own, 
continue in the service of the same person, he would be de- 
prived of the benefit of this clause altogether. Take the case 
of the employer dying before the end of the three years; would 
not the clerk be refused the privilege intended to be conferred 
by the Bill? It was one of the principal propositions in the 
Bill that sought to extend benefits to this respectable class of 
persons, and it was very desirable that the committee should 
not cripple the operation of the clause. He would observe 
that gentlemen who had been at the bar were to be admitted 
on the roll after ceasing to be a barrister, and after a service of 
three years. He hoped the amendment would be withdrawn, 
for he was of opinion that this clause ought to be made as 
large and ample as possible. 

Mr. Epwix James said, suppose the case of a clerk and an 
employer quarrelling before the expiration of the term, it would 
be in the power of the attorney to prevent the clerk deriving » 
any advantage under the clause, and thus his fair chance of 
rising in the profession would be destroyed. From other causes 
the employer might determine the period of service, and the 
continuity of the last three years would be atan end. He 
thought that such an amendment should not be agreed to by 
the committee. His hon. and learned friend the member for 
Guildford seemed to imagine that these attorneys’ clerks were . 
a mi class of people, and that they did not long re- 
main in one situation; but the hon. and learned member should 
recollect that more than one Lord Chancellor had been proud 
to mention that in early life he was an attorney's clerk. 

The amendment having been put, 

Mr. Brapy said he did not wish to interpose in this diseus- 
sion, except for the purpose of saying that a man might be 
most regular and attentive to business for the first seven years 
of the term, and that he might, from no cause or fault of his 
own, not be able to remain in one service for the last three 
years of the period. He quite agreed with the hon, and learned 
member for Marylebone, that if the amendment were assented 
to, great injustice under the provisions of this clause might be 
inflicted upon some clerks, and therefore he hoped the com- 
mittee would not sanction the introduction of the words. 

Mr. Mains thought the introduction of the word “last” would 
be an unnecessary restriction upon some cloaks: for whilea man 
had served in several houses, or only in one, and the last three 
years were served in periods of one, two, or three years; if 
the clerks were boné fide clerks, and engaged in. the uct of 
business whieh was ordinarily conducted by and 


attorneys 
solicitors, they ought to be entitled to the privileges of the Bill. 
It would in his opinion be extremely unreasonable 
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fore a clerk should be entitled to be admitted, he should serve 
the last three years of the term with one employer. Sach a 
variety of circumstances might arise—circumstances acting 
upon the employer, and circumstances in connection with the 
instance, a want of means, a want of temper— 

ail these things would make it dangerous that the last 
three years would not be served with one master. He thought 
his hon. and learned friend ought to withdraw the amendment. 
The ArrorneY-GENERAL said the amendment did not pro- 
vide for the case where a clerk could not serve the last three 


It was quite unnecessary that such a restriction should be 
agreed to; and therefore, he hoped his hon, and learned friend 
Wee pena gnats we guaninnel hie ane only 

the clause, and cripple its operation. Besides, it would 
ee the employer in an unfair position if he should feel him- 
Se peee ain ty emnieaten gic gale’ te aebuge te 

Mr, Bovitt said, he had introduced this amendment to 
meet, as he thought, the views of the hon. and learned Attorney- 
General, but as it appeared so objectionable to many hon. 
members he would not press it. 

The amendment was then withdrawn. 

The committee having agreed that the word “ proctor” 
Seen eee bpengyiants syn nntemnty atte inanet 
“solicitor,” 

The clause as amended was ordered to stand part of the Bill. 

Clauses 5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11, and 12, were ordered to stand 
part of the Bill. 

Qn clause 13 being put by the Chairman, 

Mr. Joun Locke said his hon. and learned friend the mem- 
ber for Preston (Mr. Crosse) had given notice that the following 
words be added to the end end of the clause :—‘ Provided that the 
enactments contained in the 12th section of this Act shall 
extend and apply i 


of his hon, and 1 learned friend ace er the insertion of 


ae ale ee eneaene S See 
he it should have been put into language 
of being understood. His hon. and learned 
to throw upon the Courts at Westminster the 
term “ mutatis mutandis,” which they 
do. He thought this amendment ought 
on the bringing up of the report. 
that the objection just stated was 
insert the proviso, and moreover it 
“ys objection was hypercritical,as the 12th 
everything, and was easy to be under- 
amended was then ordered to stand part 
clauses 14, 15, 16, and 17. 
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put, 
iN ieee I propose to leave this clause out al- 
together. As the law at present stands, there are no less than 
two or three Acts of Parliament declaring that neither attor- 
shall act as justices of the peace, 


vides that no shall 'be capable of becoming or being a 
Garcia gawd wa in any county in England or Wales in 
which he “ practise or carry on the profession or business 


part of the county within or adjoin- 
ing to which it is situate.” I think that this proviso is very 
objectionable; and I see no reason which can be put forward 
why the present state of the law should be altered, and an 
attorney should be allowed to act as ‘a magistrate, It must be 
obvious to every member in the House that there is the greatest 
objection to attorneysor solicitorsin 





which bas been brought in, to some extent, because that rule 
e not eth ea observed; and on ye 2, brewer who is 
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given to the magistrates, and they often act upon it. But if 
there is any objection to that len of gentlemen, how much 
greater is the objection to an attorney acting as a magistrate; 

because the attorney has not only his own interests to 

out, but also the interests of hundreds of others; and while heis 
sitting on the bench, he may not actually be acting as an 
attorney, but he may be the attorney of some person who is 
brought before the ated and he would necessarily be warped 
in his judgment by reason of his being so situated with respect 
to the person so brought before the bench. ‘The restriction is, 
as the clause at present stands, that he shall not be allowed to 
act as a magistrate in the county in which he practises; and there 
is anamendment that he shall not practise within forty miles of the 
county in which he acts as magistrate. What does that mean? 
It must mean that his office must not be within forty miles 
of the county where he is a magistrate. But everybody 
knows that the attorney is ubiquitous, No one can be in a 
hundred places at once better than the attorney. He may be 
in fact conducting the business of the prisoner who is brought 
before him; he may be the consulting attorney of all the magis- 
trates on the bench; in fact, he may possibly have a direct in- 
terest in every decision that is given by the bench. This is a 
side wind; a mere mode of evading a very just and proper Act 
of Parliament. It has been thought necessary by the legislature 
that attorneys, who represent other people and act for other 
people, should not be put in the position of judges, and that 
they ought to confine themselves to that profession to which 
they have been brought up, so long as they carry it om at all. 
There is not a magistrate on the bench who would not be glad 
to welcome an attorney among them, provided he has first 
given up his profession. The case of a retired solicitor is very 
different from that of a practising attorney, and I therefore move 
that this clause be omitted. 


Mr. Bovitt: With regard to the amendment proposed by 
the hon. and learned member for Southwark, he seems to think 
that there is some special exemption to prevent Jenttes 
lawyers from acting as magistrates or judges. I believe it 
be found that barristers in various parts of the country are 
selected as chairmen of quarter sessions, and it is very 
invidious to make this exception in the case of attorneys. (An 
hon. member: Not practising barristers.) Practising barristers 
act as magistrates, and if you look to the list of gentlemen 
who are in the commission of the peace, you will find that 
practising barristers are among the number. There is no 
reason why solicitors residing away from their places of business 
should not also be placed upon the commission. This clause 
which it is now proposed should be struck out was moved by 
a. very learned lord, late Lord nedeme pose and it does. not 
enact that attorneys shall be inted magistrates; but only 
thes the Lord Chaneallor shall hove wer, ifhe think proper, to 


appoint them. Take the case of one of themost di soli- 


citors in London, who has a residence in Wales. He may bea 

gentleman of the highest respectability, and fully competent 

to perform all the duties of a magistrate. He may have 

done great service to the country, and it may be of the 
test advantage that he should e appointed a 

ught not the Lord Chancellor to have the power to appoint 
such a gentleman to be a magistrate? Surely no evil could 
arise from vesting such a discretion in the Lord Chancellor. 
This clause met with the approval of the whole of the law 
lorie, who unanimously agreed in removing a slur cast upon 

a body of men of the highest ctability and character. 
I propose to insert the words “ within forty miles of” after 
the word “‘in,’’ in line 42. 

After a further and lengthened discussion, in which Dr. 
Brady, Mr. Collier, Mr. Ayrton, the Solicitor-General, Mr. 
Knight, Mr. Malins, Mr. Edwin James, Mr. Sealy, Mr. Col- 
lins, Mr. Denman, Mr. Henley, Mr. Beaumont, Mr. Mowbray, 
Mr. Bovill, and Mr. Liddell, took part, 

The motion for reporting progress was then put and nega- 
tived. 

Some amendments to the clause were put and agreed to. 

The clause as amended was then put and negatived, and 
clause 18 was accordingly strack out. 

The Chairman then reported progress and obtained leave to 


sit again. 
Wednesday, May 2. 
ArrorNeEYs, SOLICITORS, AND CERTIFICATED CONVEYANCERS. 


A petition was presented by Mr. K. Seymer, from Wim- 
borne; and by Mr. Calthorpe, from several parishes within the 
district yrentiesyrn. ~~ ltananan an ammeter 
ditch in favour of the Bil, 
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AceravaTep AssauLts AcT AMENDMENT. 

Lord Raynwam moved the second reading of this Bill, the 
object of which he explained to be the amendment of the Act 
for the punishment of persons convicted of aggravated assaults 
on women and children. ‘The principal alteration he proposed 
to make was that magistrates should have a discretionary 
power to inflict corporal punishment, and that upon a second 
conviction such punishment should be rendered compulsory. 

Mr. Cxive thought that it was dangerous to allow the 
punishment of the lash to be inflicted summarily upon adult 
males, by magistrates who were apt to be moved by the details 
of atrocious cases; and was opposed to the Bill on that ground, 
and moved to defer the second reading for six months. 

Mr. Grirriru thought the Bill should go into committee, 
and would support the second reading. 

After some discussion, in which Mr. Warner, Mr. Henley, Mr. 
Dillwyn, and other honourable members, took part, anda reply 
by Lord Raynham upon a division, the amendment was nega- 
tived by 109 to 85, and the Bill was read a second time. 


Thursday, May 3. 


ArrorNEYs, SOLICITORS, AND CERTIFICATED CONVEYANCERS. 
BANKRUPTCY AND -INSOLVENCY. 


Mr, Peel presented petitions from Bury, in Lancashire, in 
favour of these Bills. 
EccrestasticaL Courts JURISDICTION. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


NOTICES OF MOTION. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, April 30. 
TrusTEEs, MortGaGeEs, &c. 
Committee, which stood appointed for this day, postponed 
until Friday. 
Tuesday, May 1. 
Petitions oF Ricur. 
Second reading on Tuesday, the 8th of May. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, May 2. 
CORONERS. 4 
The second reading of the Bill brought in by the Home 
Secretary is postponed until Wednesday next. 
PROFESSIONAL OaTHs ABOLITION. 


The second reading of this Bill is deferred until Wednesday, 
the 20th of June. 


& 
— 





Recent MBecisions. 
(Equity, by J. Napter Hicarns, Esq., Barrister-at-Law; Common Law, by 
James STEPHEN, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 


— 


EQUITY. 
Ricut oF INSPECTION. 


Ennor v. Barwell, V.C.S., 8 W.R. 301; Bennitt v. Whitehouse, 
M. R.,8 W. R. 251; Patent Type Founding Company v. 
rag V. C. W., 8 W. R. 353; Same v. Lloyd, Ex.,6 Jur., 

.S., 108. 


Although the practice of the Courts of Equity in granting 
orders for the inspection of mines, houses, machinery, the sub- 
jects of patents, &., has been since the commencement of the 
present century pretty well settled, hardly any reference to the 
jurisdiction or practice of Courts of Equity in this respect is to 
be found in books devoted to the Practice of the Court. 
The case of Kynaston v. The East India Company, 3 Swan. 
248, (A.D. 1819), is generally regarded as the leading authority 
upon the subject. In that case a tithe owner had been found 
by a decree of the Court of Chancery entitled to tithes, accord- 
ing to the value, of some warehouses in St. Botolph, Aldgate. 
These warehouses had never been rented, and were in the occu- 
pation of the defendants. The bill was filed for an account of 
the sums payable in respect of the tithes; and upon reference 
to the Master, there being great difficulty in arriving at a proper 
estimate of the value of the premises, without an order for an 
inspection, the Vice-Chancellor, upon the motion of the plaintiff, 
ordered a reference to the Master to inquire whether an inspection 
was necessary, The Master certified in the affirmative; 





and pending his report the defendants appealed, upon the grounds 
that the Court had no power to interfere with the protection 
which the law affords against the entry of a stranger upon a 
freehold ; and thatthe Court has no jurisdiction to compel owners 
of houses to open them for the admission of adverse witnesses. 
Lord Eldon was of opinion, however, that the Court had juris- 
diction to make such anorder. His lordship appears to have 
come to this conclusion partly upon the notion that the purpose 
of inspection is to inform the conscience of the Court, and that 
witnesses appointed by it to inspect are to be considered as the 
officers of the Court. The case was carried on appeal to the. 
House of Lords (see 3 Bli. old series, 153; A.D. 1821.) The 
appeal was heard by Lord Redesdale and Lord Eldon (1821). 
Lord Redesdale considered that there was not only a precedent 
for the order, but that it was right in principle, such a power 
being, in his lordship’s opinion, “necessary fér the purposes of 
justice.” “This is a case,” he adds, “ where a plaintiff has a 
claim for payment out of property according to its value; and 
the Court is unable to ascertain the value without inspection. 
To the extent of the value, the plaintiff has an interest in the 
property of the defendant.” Lord Redesdale, however, appears 
to have agreed with the intimation of Lord Eldon’s opinion 
thrown out in the Court below, to the effect that there might 
be some doubt whether the Court would exercise its jurisdiction 
to’grant inspection of property, before the Court had by its de- 
cree ascertained that the party claiming inspection had actually 
some right to the property. 

The oldest case to be found in the books on this sub- 
ject is that of Lord Lonsdale v. Curwen (reported 3 Bli. 
168 n.), as a note to the last-mentioned case. Lord Lonsdale 
and Mr. Curwen were the owners of adjoining mines, and the 
question was whether the defendant had worked under the 
plaintiff’s mines; and the bill prayed that the plaintiff might 
be at liberty to inspect the workings under the plaintiff’s land. 
An order was made to this effect upon motion, and the plain-' 
tiff’s witnesses, finding it impossible to inspect, on account of 
the pipe or air-course for conveying pure air having been 
taken away, and of obstructions which had been placed in their 
way, it was ordered that the defendant should restore the air- 
course and remove the obstructions, and that the viewers should 
be at liberty, as often as should be necessary, to inspect the 
workings of the defendant under the premises of the plaintiff. 
Walker vy. Fletcher (a. D. 1804), also reported in the above 
note, is another case in point. Again, Lord Langdale, M.R., in 
the Attorney-General v..Chambers (12 Bea, 159, a. D. 1849), 
upon the authority of the cases cited above, and of a case of 
Lewis v. James, before Vice-Chancellor Wigram, which is not re- 
ported, made an order enabling the Commissioners of Woods 
and Forests to enter, inspect, and examine the coal mines of 
the defendants, and to take a survey of the workings, so far as 
they extended under the sea shore, the object of the suit being 
to establish the right of the Crown to so much of the mines as 
were under the sea shore. 

The principle of all these decisions has been involved in the 
decision of each of the four cases named at the head of 
this article. In Bennitt v. Whitehouse, the plaintiff established a 
prima facie case that the defendant was working a mine under 
the plaintiff's land; and Sir John Romilly, M.R., there says: 
— Supposing one person owns the minerals under land de- 
mised to another, and that he has any reason to suspect that 
any person other than the person in possession is working his 
mines; I always allow the owner of the land to enter on the 
mines and satisfy himself.” 

In the three other above named cases, there has been an at- 
tempt to push the principle on which the jurisdiction on this 
subject is founded further than it has yet been carried; or, 
rather, to apply in a novel manner. The most striking instance 
of the exercise of such jurisdiction—until the cases of the 
present year—was that of Lord Lonsdale v. Curwen, in which, 
as we have seen, the defendant was compelled to restore an 
air-course, and to remove obstruction so as to enable 
the plaintiff to inspect a mine; and it does not 
appear from the report of the case (which consists 
merely of extracts from the Registrar’s book) whether 
the expenses attending the execution of the order were to be 
borne by the plaintiff or the defendant; neither does it appear 
whether the impediments to the plaintiff's inspection were in 
existence previous to the institution of the suit, or the order 
for inspection. The case, however, is satisfactory so far as it 
illustrates the circumstances under which the Court will make 
an order for inspection, and how far it will go in giving effect 
to its order when once made, i 

In Ennor v. Barwell, the question was, whether certain 
springs and streams which flowed over the defendant’sland into 
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the plaintiff's close had been diverted by the defendant, whose 
defence was, that from the geological features and general con- 
formation of his land, it was impossible that uny water could 
flow therefrom towards the plaintiff’s close. Upon a motion to 
inspect, &c., the plaintiff’s cause was, that he had a right to 
ascertain the trath of the defence set up; and Sir J. Stuart, 
V.C., in addition to the usual order for inspection, made an 
order (which was reversed on appeal by the Lords Justices) 
that the plaintiff should be at liberty to dig a trench ten feet 
long and twenty feet deep, and to do other acts of a similar 
kind for the purpose of ascertaining which way the water would 
if left to its natural course; the plaintiff undertaking to 
by any order of the Court as to damages. In point 
principle the question involved in Znanor v. Bar- 
is similar to that involved in the two cases 
the Patent Type Founding Company. In none of these 
was the t of the moving party established as to 
subject matter. The inspection and use of the defendant's 
property would not have led necessarily to the establishment 
of any right of the plaintiff therein. It was no mere question 
of amount or asin the case of Kynaston v. The East 
India Company. And, moreover, in each of these three cases 
the destruction, or at least the injury, of the defendant’s pro- 
perty, was involved. In the Type Founding Company’s eases, 
the question was simply as to whether a patent for making 
improved type had been infringed, which the plaintiff feared 
he could not establish unless he were allowed to analyse a small 
portion of the type in the defendant’s possession. There is no 
doubt that under the Common Law Amendment Act (15 & 16 
Viet. ¢. 42) a court of law could, under such circumstances, 
order an “inspection” of the type; but the Court of Exche- 
of opinion 
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that it had no power to make 
which would involve the destruction of any 
the which was the defendant's pro- 
: same point, however, was raised in 
the ease before Sir W. Wood, V.C., who had no difficulty in 
making the order for the delivery up to the plaintiff (at his 
cost of % competent portion of the type for the purpose of 
ysis. The question in a Court of Equity, therefore—having 
regard to the Patent Type Founding Company v. Walter and 
Ennor v. Barwell, appears to depend altogether upon the amount 
of damage which the defendant might suffer by the order of the 
. Court. Any principle of positive law which rests wholly upon 
considerations of degree, is for obvious reasons never very 
satisfactory. The defendant, in any such case, would, as 
a matter of course, be paid for whatever damage he suffered, 
which seems to remove the necessity of importing any ¢on- 
sideration as to the degree or amount of damage. It is 
% very different matter to inquire into the probability of the 
plaintifs right, so as to prevent the Court from being used 
for merely speculative litigation, But assuming an equally 
strong prima facie case of right, there appears to be not much 
greater reason why a plaintiff should not be allowed to dig a 
trench for the purpose of discovering the geological character 
of a defendant’s land, than that a plaintiff should be permitted 
to destroy a portion of type belonging to a defendant for the 
purpose of diseovering its chemical constituents. : 


GOMMON LAW. 
Law or Exzcution—Liuemrry or ATroRNEY To SHERIFF 
—Inporsement on Fi. Fa. 


Childers v. Wooler $ Another, 8 W. R., Q. B., 321. 


It is singular that a question such as that involved in the 
present case should be left by the course of authorities on the 
subject in any doubt, and scarcely less surprising that on so 
Fae an issue the judges of the Queen’s Bench should have 

‘ound so much tosay. This last result, however, was mainly 
pecggr the circumstance of one of them, Mr. Justice Wight- 
hed” ering from the rest of the Court—a discrepancy which 

ad the indirect advantage of ventilating the whole subject, 
re one of much interest to the readers of this Journal. 
principle on which the present ease depends was some 
time ‘since established, conclusively, by Evans v. Collins (5 
¥ B., 804); viz,, that to support an action for false representa- 
seg the representation must not only have been false in fact 
tt must also have been made fraudulently. In that case the 
wction was by a sheriff, who had been misled by the bond fide 

Misrepresentation of the defendants (who were the attorneys 
of an execution creditor),.as to the identity of the execution 
debtor, whereby the sheriff arrested the wrong party, and had 
tO pay compensation money. The Court of Queen's Bench 

in that case that the attorney was liable, but. that judg- 
ment was reversed by the Exchequer Chamber, who gave judg- 





ment for the defendant, non obstente veredicto, on a plea that 
the defendants had good and probable reason to believe, and 
did with good faith believe, that the representation which they 
made was true. In the present case, the facts were so far 
very similar. The action was in like manner by the sheriff 

who had on the bond fide misrepresentation of the defendants 
(the attorneys of a judgment creditor), seized the goods of the 
wrong person; for which, trespass, they had to paymoney. And 
had there been nothing more in the present case, none of the 
Court would have felt any difficulty,as they would have been con- 
clusively bound by the reversal of their previous view (as above 
mentioned) by a court of error. But the manner in which the 

misrepresentation had been made in the two cases, was different , 
and caused Mr. Justice Wightman to dissent from the rest 
of the Court. In Evans v. Collins, the sheriff having one A. B 

in his custody, detained him on,a writ of the defendant against 
another A, B., on being certified by the defendant’s common 
law clerk that the two A. B.’s were one and the same party, 
which was contrary to the fact. In the present case the mis- 
representation was made by the indorsement, made by the de- 
fendants on the writ, to the effect that A. B. lived at a certain 
place, whereas, in fact, his son only lived there, by means of 
which mistake the son’s goods were taken instead of the father’s. 
This species of misrepresentation Mr. Justice Wightman thought 
distinguished the case from that of Evans v. Collins, and brought 
it within the principle of Humphreys v. Pratt (5 Bligh, N. 8. 
154), an earlier decision’ of the House of Lords, in which the 
execution creditor himself “directed and required” the sheriff 
to take certain goods (specifying them), which afterwards 
turned out not to be the goods of the execution debtor; and 
in which case judgment was given for the sheriff, who had had 
to pay compensation money. ‘This case was indeed 

on the Exchequer Chamber in Evans v. Collins ; but they held 
it did not apply, because there was there no allegation of there: 
having been any such direction and requirement on the part of 
the defendant. But in the present case there was such am 
allegation; and Mr. Justice Wightman considered that, con- 
sequently, the sheriff was entitled to a verdict. But the 
rest of the Court, though they concurred with Mr. Justice 
Wightman in the distinction which he thus drew between the 
cases of Evans v. Collins, and Humphreys v. Pratt—by reason 
of which they also thought, that if there had been any 
“ direction and requisition” on the part of the defendant to the 
plaintiff to take the wrong goods, the plaintiff would have been 
entitled to recover the compensation money he had been 

obliged to pay,—yet they differed with that judge, on the ques- 

tion as to whether the indorsement on the writ did or did not 
amount to such direction and requisition. They thought it 
did not; but that it amounted only to a mere statement by the 
attorney, for the purpose of affording information to the sheriff, 
leaving him to his own discretion as to how he would act. If, 
said the Court, it be held that the indorsement on the writ 
(which, it should be observed, was in the common form), has 
the effect contended for by the plaintiff, the necessary conse- 

quence will be either that no indorsement will ‘in future be 
made, or the language will be altered to something of the 
following form:—* The defendant is believed to be a (blank), 

and to reside at (blank); but the sheriff is left to his own 

responsibility to ascertain whether such be the fact.” 

It may be collected from the judgments delivered in this 
case, that though a writ may be indorsed in the usual way by 
the attorney of a judgement creditor, on issuing execution with 
perfect safety; he must be careful not to give any unusual or 
more specific information to the sheriff or his officer, which 
may possibly bring the case within the principle of Humphreys 
v. Pratt, instead of that of Evans v. Collins. Whether any par- 
ticular sjnformation given will make the attorney liable, appear 
indeed to involve itself rather into a matter of fact than of law; 
for there is no doubt it seems that a “direction” to take the 
wrong party or goods will make him liable. The only 
question is, whether what actually passed amounts to such a 
direction. 

The present case also incidently shows how necessary it still is 
to adhere to the rules of pleading. The third count of the 
declaration alleged that the defendant “ directed and required 
the plaintiff” to take the wrong goods; and to this the only 


plea was “not guilty.” The Court held that this plea did not’ 


traverse the allegation in the count which was part of the 
“indorsement” only; and that if their judgment should be 
carried up to the court cf error; the record should be amended 
by adding a special plea, 
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Correspondence. 


STAMP DUTIES ON SETTLEMENTS. 


I shall feel obliged if you or one of your correspondents 
ean inform me what stamp is necessary on the following settle- 
ment :—A., on his marriage, settles £700 worth of stock and a 
policy on his own life for a similar amount. The ad valorem 
duty on the stock is 35s, Is it necessary to have an additional 
deed-stamp for the policy, or will the ad valorem stamp suffice 
for both? It has been held in Sainville v. Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, 2 W. R. 529, that a settlement of a policy of 
assurance does not require an ad valorem stamp, in which de- 
cision the commissioners acquiesce ; but maintain that a common 
deed-stamp will attach, whatever is the amount of the policy; 
which decision, if correct, would oblige a deed-stamp to be im- 
pressed upon a settlement of a policy of £100, while the ad 
valorem duty would be only 5s, 


Liverpool, 24th April. A SUBSCRIBER. 





SOLICITORS’ CHARGES AGAINST SOLICITORS. 

A. B., a solicitor, purchased an estate in a metropolitan 
county of C. D., it being necessary that E. F., the solicitor of 
the vendor, should obtain his signature to a do t co ted 
with the transaction. The vendor resided at Hastings, where the 
family of E. D., his solicitor, were sojourning for several weeks 
during the long vacation, to which place E. D. on the Satur- 
day, agreeably to his general custom, went down until the fol- 
lowing Monday, with his family. While enjoying his recreation, 
he obtained the signature of his client to the document, and 
actually delivered a bill of charges as for an express journey, 
amounting to between £8 and £9, which the purchaser paid. 

ta fair? Is it honest? Is it correct between professional 
men 

I shall be glad of the sentiments of any of my professional 
brethren on the matter, and as to the p wih the purehaser 
should pursue to expose so flagrant and grinding an act of in- 
justice and oppression, if not to recover back the money. 

The delinquent, as well as the purchaser, are members of 
the Incorporated Law Society of London, to whom an appeal 
has been recommended, as well as an application to the Court. 

City, April 22. DeELta. 





LAW EXAMINATIONS. 

I have heard many most respectable men of long standing 
in the profession frequently lament the stringency of too many 
of the questions propounded to pupils claiming admission. I 
entirely concur with them in thinking that a very considerable 
modification of the questions, so as to render them less difficult 
to a student, should at once take place. 

Although I have been long admitted, and in active and full 
business for forty years in town, I candidly aver that I could 
no more venture to pass an examination on the present system, 
than I could translate a book in the Hebrew language. 

I submit, also, that I see no reason why an articled clerk 
might not, on the expiration of his articles, go up at once for 
examination, without being subject to the delay occasioned by 
the present system, 

I entreat the Institution seriously to consider the matter. 

April 24. Z. 





INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY.—EXAMINATION 
PAPER 


It appears from the reports of the proceedings in the House 
of Lords on the 23rd instant, that the examination papers for 
candidates for commissions in the army had been surreptitiously 
obtained and sold. 

A similar occurrence took place also, some time ago, with 
regard to the examination papers of the Incorporated Law 
Society; and other instances connected with public bodies, 
even at one of our universities, might be referred to. I trust 
proper ry are now employed to prevent a repetition of a 
_ I forbear to state further on the subject, wishing to avoid 

aby one in the matter. 


April 24. Bera. 








The Provinces. 


OxtpBuRY.—On Tuesday, the 24th ult., another meeting 
was held at the Court House, to consider the desirability of 
removing the Court House from Oldbury to West Bromwich. 
Various members of the legal profession were present, Mr. 
J. H. Watson (registrar), Mr. G. W. Watson (deputy registrar), 
Mr. H. Plunkett, Mr. A. Wright, Mr. G. H. Hinchliffe, Mr. 
C. H. Bailey, Mr. H. Jackson, Mr. H. Jenkinson, Mr. R. Cad- 
dick, Mr. W. T, Travis, Mr. C. Stringer, and Mr. C. Kendall. 
Mr. Reeves, surveyor to the Treasury, was present, and listened 
attentively to various arguments pro et con.; and ultimately 
intimated his intention of going round the district himself, in 
order to ascertain in what locality the great majority of 
the persons having business at the Court resided, with the 
view of reporting upon the subject to the Treasury.—A depu- 
tation in reference to the matter also had an interview with 
the Home Secretary, on Saturday, the 28th ult. at the 
Home-office. It consisted of Mr. W. O. Forster, M.P., Mr. 
H. J. W. H. Foley, M.P., Mr. Charles Forster, M.P., Mr. H. B. 
Sheridan, M.P., Mr. Edwin Hooper (one of the coroners for 
South Staffordshire), Mr. Charles H. Bayley (solicitor), Mr. 
Henry Jackson (solicitor), and Mr. G. B. Prickett. 


—_—_—_>—_—- 
Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


The bar of Paris lately held a meeting to elect two benchers 
in place of the two distinguished forensic luminaries just ex- 
tinct, De Bethmont and Liouville. There are considerably 
over a thousand barristers here, but as practitioners alone enjoy 
right of voting, only 373 mustered in that character, and their 
suffrages were so split among a dozen candidates that none had 
the requisite majority of 187. Emile Olivier, however, the 
fearless and independent leader of opposition (with Jules 
Favre) in the Cosps Legislatif, headed the poll. The Paris bar 
is quite as independent of Governmental influence as the French 
Academy, yet unlike the latter, which is swayed by an exclu- 
sively Orleanist cliqce. 


A 


Review, 





The Consolidated General Orders of the Court of Chancery. 
London: Published by Authority. Stevens and Norton. 
1860. : 

The Statutes, General Orders, and Regulations relating to 
Practice and Jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery; with 
Copious Notes, containing a Summary of every reported de- 
cision thereon, up to Easter Term, 1860. By GEoRGE 
OsBpoRNE Morean, M.A., of Lincoln’s Inn, Barrister-at- 
Law, late Stowell Fellow of University College, and Eldon 
Law Scholar in the University of Oxford. Second edition, 
greatly enlarged. London: Wildy and Sons. 

Itis now about ten years since the public mind first became 
familiar with the idea of the codification of legal procedure. 
At that time the State of New York in America wascodifying the 
practice of its courts, under the able direction of Mr. Dudley 
Field. His labours were completed in the year 1851; when ona 
visit to this country, he introduced the subject of codification of 
legal procedure at a meeting of the Law Amendment Society. 
His address, on the occasion referred to, created a very general 
impression, even beyond strictly legal circles. The importance 
of possessing a simple, expeditious, and inexpensive mode of 
obtaining legal redress had long been felt, and the public mind 
seemed only to require’ some stimulus in order to excite its 
first movements. The codification of the procedure of the State 
of New York provided such a stimulus. 

In the year 1852, the first of the recent great modifications 
of Chancery practice took place. Under the auspices of Lord 
St. Leonards as Chancellor, the masters’ offices, the greatest 
opprobrium of chancery practice, were abolished; and in their 
stead, the form of proceeding in the judges’ chambers now im 
force was substituted. Other Acts of Parliament were passed 
in the same year, with the view of improving the practice in 
courts of equity; and by means of their agtion, the hope was, 
at last, excited that legal redress would be obtained without’ 
delay, and with comparatively little expense. The English 
legislative mind is proverbially unsystematic. Its ideas and its 
impressions seldom take a symmetrical shape. It delights more 
in bit by bit n, than in systematic, comprehensive 


reform. Our political constitution has been built up, century 
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by century, and even now is pronounced unsymmetrical by 
the most approved poljitical theorists. Is it not, then, vain to 
hope that our legal procedure should possess symmetrical 
proportions? The Chancery Amendment Acts of 1852, great 
as undoubtedly were the changes they introduced, inaugurated 
no new system; they did not give us a code of procedure. 
They were not even the outline of a code; but they con- 
tained within themselves the germs of greater usefulness 
and. value, for they provided for their own expansion, by 
means of “Orders and Regulations” to be issued by the Lord 
Chancellor. The Acts of Parliament were accordingly im- 
inediately supplemented by a series of ‘General Orders.” 
The history of General Orders is somewhat curious, especially 
to a constructive form of mind, General Orders have been 
issued by the Chancellors of the day, from time to time, just as 
occasion seemed to require, and without any regard to systemyor 
method. Still to the growth and increase of these orders and-to 
their gradual fusion and incorporation, do we owe the greater 
part of our chancery practice. 

In addition to these “ General Orders,” there is another modi- 
fied form of order of less value and authority than the General 
Orders, which obtains in our practice: these are regulations not 
having the force of orders, Vice-Chancellor Stuart says these 
regulations merely point out the way in which proceedings may 
be taken, but are not absolutely obligatory in every case. The 
line that separates, or should separate, these several kinds of 
authoritative enactment, viz., the Act of Parliament, the general 
order and the regulation, does not always seem very clear or 
distinct. It is extremely difficult, and sometimes impossible 
to discover, any true rule or principle by which the several 
enactments have been guided. And, although these distinct 
phases of procedure practically work tolerably well together, 
there is but little systematic and theoretical cohesion of the 
elements. By way of illustration, we may refer to that branch 
of practice newly introduced by the Acts of 1852, viz.,the busi- 
ness in the judges’ chambers. The Masters’ Abolition Act em- 
powered the judges to sit in chambers for the despatch of busi- 
ness. The 35th of the Consolidated Orders points out the kind 
of application, fit to be made before the judge in chambers. 
And lastly, the regulations give more detailed directions as to the 
actual form of the proceeding. This, no doubt, has the appear- 
ance of systematic order. Commencing with the more general, 
the advance is made, step by step to the more special. But, in 
truth, this apparent system is not maintained; many of the Con- 
solidated Orders refer to matters as purely of detail as the 
regulations, The 37th order (the order relating to time) is an 
apt illustration of this; it contains all the minute matter of 
— of a regulation, with the inelastic quality of a General 

er. 


For several centuries these General Orders and Regulations were 
permitted to accumulate, until their number became truly 
enormous. Imperfectly known, difficult to trace to their origin, 
unintelligible frequently in their expression, these orders were a 
mass of confusion. In the year 1858 we think it was, that the 
question of consolidation of the general orders and regulations 
was seriously discussed. A member of the chancery bar, in 
our columns, attacked the then existing evils, and suggested a 
scheme for abrogation and consolidation, Lord Chelmsford, 
fully cognizant of the value of the scheme, and probably 
desirous of commemorating his chancellorship by so much 
needed a reform, issued a commission, authorising Messrs. J. W. 
Smith and Cadman Jones to consolidate the General Orders. 
These gentlemen, in a comparatively short space of time, pro- 
duced their work, which has now been in the hands of the 
profession for several weeks. It is almost needless to observe that 
they have performed their task with skill. Some slight con- 
ception of the amount of the labour may be obtained from the 
fact, that several closely printed pages are required for a list of 
those abrogated orders, which are incorporated in the Consoli- 
dated General Orders, and this long list does not include the 
whole mass of abrogated orders, which are not included in the 
Consolidated General Orders. Beside collocation and co- 
ordination, the duty of these gentlemen comprised the 
alteration (in expression) of the more antiquated orders. The 
language of the Consolidated Orders has been throughout 
modernised, and uniformity of style and expression now pre- 
vails. A more important consideration is that of the intro- 
duction of new matter among the Consolidated Orders, for 
although the number of new ~ is small, and their identifica- 
tion is rendered 


easy by means of an asterisk, yet the presence 
of one is a serious infringement upon the principle of consolida- 
tion. It is much to be regretted that this opportunity was 
permitted to be lost, and that no attempt was made to approach 
nearer to more systematic codification. Consolidation has 





reference logically to the old material acted upon, and in every 
case where the language of the order has been changed, it is 
easy to conceive that in the event of questions arising upon the 
construction of the Consolidated Order, all the old decisions 
upon the abrogated order will be again let in, although 
weakened in authoritative force to the extent of the alteration 
of the language. This may become a serious evil, and un- 
doubtedly destroys, in some measure, the value. of the cone 
solidation. 

This principle of total repeal and abrogation has also been 
advocated, in a paper of suggestions for a codified arrangement 
of the general orders, which was forwarded to us immediately 
after the issue of the consolidated general orders, by Mr. T. W. 
Braithwaite, ot the record and writ clerk’s office. So favourable 
is this gentleman to the principle of abrogation and re-enact- 
ment, that his general scheme contains a proposal for the peri- 
odic republication and re-issue of the general orders and regu- 
lations in accordance with this method, even at comparatively 
short intervals of time, as a means of obtaining more thorough 
and permanent completeness, Without hazarding, however, 
any opinion upon this latter portion of his scheme, it must be 
admitted that the judgment at which he has arrived, with re- 
gard to the expediency of total abrogation and re-enactment, is 
entitled to respect. 

Treating, then, the Consolidated Orders as supplementary 
to the Acts of Parliament on chancery practice, we 
might almost expect to find these two forms mutually reine 
forcing each other, and together constituting a complete code of 
procedure. Theoretically this might indeed be so, but in prac- 
tice we soon discover that a third integer is necessary to supple- 
ment the previous elements, in order to make up the semblance 
of a code: we refer to the reported cases. These furnish the 
light by which we read and interpret both the Acts of Parlia- 
ment and the General Orders, and they alone provide the 
magnet by means of which we steer our chancery suits through 
the perilous shoals of actual practice. 

Thus it appears that chancery practice is composed of three 
distinct elements, each imperfect and inadequate in the sense of 
acode, but mutually supplying the wants of each other, and 
together furnishing the true body of the practice of our 
chancery courts. A 

It is not very long since authors of books on the practice 
of the equity courts fused and incorporated these he us 
elements into the form of treatises on practice. Their works used 
to be, strictly speaking, histories of the conduct of a suit, and 
each progressive step was elaborated to a sufficient extent to 
serve as a kind of guide to the practitioner. The well known 
and excellent treatises of Daniell, Maddox, Smith, &c., were 
more or less on this plan. by 

The historical form has, doubtless, special recommendations 
and advantages of its own. It is peculiarly well adapted to the 
student ; it treats its subject analytically in form and chrono- 
logically in order; in its entirety it is strictly a treatise, and 
deals with the whole subject matter in an agreeable and read- 
able form. But books on practice have a wider and higher 
range than being mere students’ books, They are ostensibly 
and avowedly prepared for the practitioner; they are intended: 
to supply him with knowledge of the practice and to be a 
guide to him im the practice. They are i used as 
guide-books, guides to the method as well as the form of pro- 
ceeding. A book on practice should be, in its subject, what 
Murray’s Handbooks are to the traveller; they should teach the 
practitioner what to do and how he should best do it. Their 
method and arrangement should be so simple that the veriest 
blunderer should be able to understand and follow the pro- 
ceeding he desires, without further inquiry or reference. 1 
form and method of a treatise seems hardly compatible with 
these desiderata. A treatise is too diffuse, the original matter 
from which it has been compiled is spread out too widely 
The fusion and amalgamation of the three constituent elements 
of the procedure, the Act of Parliament, the general order, and 
the reported case, has been so complete, that the individual 
identity of each has been almost lost. This is a constant 
source of difficulty to the practitioner, who, in the practice of 
the day, is forced from hour to hour to consult each separately. 

This acknowledged objection to Treatises on Practice has 
recently given rise to a totally different method of arrange- 
ment in books on practice. In the form now under considera- 
tion, no history is aimed at or desired; the three elements of 
procedure are left to speak for themselves. The Acts of Par- 
liament and the General Orders are printed separately, and the 
reported cases referring to each are conveniently inserted in 
their places in the form of foot notes. The peculiar re- 
commendation of this method lies, not in its special arrange- 
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ment, but in the fact that it has no special arrange- 
ment of any kind. The Acts, the Orders, and the Cases, are 
each ready at hand without search. For use and reference in 
court by the advocate, it is impossible to estimate too highly 
its simplicity and readiness. 

One of the most successful disciples of this new method has 
been Mr, Osborne Morgan, who in the year 1858, published 
the first edition of his work on Chancery Acts and Orders. 
This work, as the author very justly observes in the preface to 
the second edition now before us, met with an “ extremely flat- 
tering reception.” It was soon in the hands of all branches of 
the profession, and was immediately accepted as the most con- 
venient and practical work on chancery procedure. The sta- 
tutory changes since 1858, and the publication of the Con- 
solidated General Orders, obviously necessitated a second edition 
of this book; and we were gratified when its speedy issue was 
announced. We believe that naturalists greatly insist upon the 
important differences between growth and development. 
Growth, say they, is the mere expansion and increase in size 
and form. Development is a far higher process; it is the as- 
sumption of new properties, perhaps of new faculties. In the 
world of letters, the same distinction seems to prevail. The 
second edition of some books appears to be simply the process 
of growth from the earlier editionn—an increase in size. 
Whereas in some instances, we find indications of development, 
properly so called, inasmuch as we discover new proper- 
ties, new features, introduced into the old form and substance. 
The second edition of Mr. Morgan’s Chancery Acts and Orders 
has been subject to both the above processes; for we find, not 
only that the size and bulk of the volume is considerably in- 

but upon examination we learn that its scope and pre- 
tensions have also expanded. 

First, with regard to his collection of statutes, The Acts 
are, in fact, all the Practice Acts of the present reign. Be- 
sides the statutes contained in the previous edition of the work 
before us, we see as novelties in the present edition, the Custody 
of Infants Act, 2 & 3 Vict.c. 54—the Act for Perpetuating 
Testimony, 5 & 6 Vict. c. 69—the Attorneys and Solicitors 
Act, 6 & 7 Vict, c. 73—and the Lands Clauses Consolidation 
Act, added to which are the more recent statutes, viz,, the 
Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Amendment Act, the late 

Amendment Act, and Lord St. Leonards’ Act of last 
year. ba doubt, a valuable and important. collection of 
Acts. is constitutes the first part of the work, and, with 
the exception of the Winding-up Acts, comprises the ordinary 
statutory jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery. 

The second part comprises the Consolidated General Orders, 
to which we have already referred, and is, in fact, a reprint of 
authorised edition of those orders. Some trifling differences 
may, however, be detected in the marginal notes, The third 
part contains all those regulations not strictly General Orders. 


In that portion of the volume before us, which is specially 

suthor’s own, viz., the collection of reported cases and the 
notes thereon, he has acquitted himself with very great success. 
‘The number of cases referred to is quite appalling. Three 
thousand cases Mr. Morgan has marshalled, in order to supple- 
Chancery Acts and orders, and to form a truthful 
ble book of practice. Our author claims to have in- 
the reportéd eases bearing upon the subject. This 
number seems to justify his pretensions. For our 
we have special trust in the justness of his claim, 
e confidence we have derived from the use of his earlier 
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Accepting, therefore, the fact that we possess no code of 
chancery procedure, that the Acts of Parliament are no guide 
even to the statutory jurisdiction of the courts of equity, and 
that the General Orders do not wholly supply this want, it is 
manifest that any one who can collect and co-ordinate all the 
reported ions upon questions of practice, has gone very far 
towards ng a workable code of procedure. This Mr. 
Morgan accomplished with eminent skill. He has pro- 
duced a book on chancery practice which it is easy to under- 
stand, because of the simplicity of its arrangement; and which 
is safe and reliable as a guide, because . te drawn his 
materials from the real sources of authority. We pronounce it 
indispensable to all members of the profession who are engaged 
in actual practice. 





*,* Received, the Law Magazine and Review for May, and 
Mr. Clayton Clayton's pamphlet on “ The Obligation of the 
Owner of Minerals, held as a Separate Tenement, to Leave a 
Sufficient Support for the Surface.” 





@bituary. 


ANDREW AMOS, ESQ, 

This gentleman, so well known to the ession a8 a dis- 
tinguished lecturer upon jurisprudence, and author of many 
works of a legal or historico-legal nature, died at Downing 
College, Cambridge, on Wednesday the 18th instant. Mr. 
Amos entered as a student at Trinity College, Cambridge, 
where he graduated as 5th wrangler in 1813, and took the degree 
of M.A. in 1816, having previously been elected a fellow. In 
November, 1818, he was called to the bar by the Honourable 
Society of Lincoln’s Inn. He was the first law lecturer of 
King’s College, and was subsequently appointed Downing Pro- 
fessor of Laws to the University of Cambridge, an appointment 
in the gift of the Archbishops of Canterbury and York and the 
masters of the several colleges of St. John’s, Clare, and 
Downing. He also held the appointment of Professor of 
English Law in the University of London. It was as a law 
lecturer that Mr. Amos gained his great popularity; for he had 
an extraordinary facility of imparting knowledge to his 
hearers and of divesting the subject which he treated of 
its dry technicality, by apt illustrations and references to 
historical and general literature. The intelligence of his 
death will cause deep regret to many who owe to him 
much, that they have gained of legal knowledge aad instruc- 
tion, and who remember the kind and cheerful manner 
in which he was ready to assist them in attaining pro- 
ficiency in the science of the law. The learned lecturer 
was for some years a member of the Supreme Council 
of India, and acted for a short time as judge of the Marylebone 
County Court. On his return from India he went to reside 


near Hitchin, in Hertfordshire, of which county he was an active. 


and useful magistrate, until obliged to retire from the bench on 
account of ill health. Amongst his literary labours, the most 
celebrated are the following :--“ The great Oyer of Poisoning: 
An Account of the Proceedings against the Earl of Somerset and 
Accomplices, for the Poisoning of Sir Thomas Overbury ;” “ The: 
English Constitution in the Reign of King Charles IL; and “Ob- 
servations on the Statutes of the Reformation Parliament in the 
reign of Henry VIII.” Mr, Amos married a daughter of the late 
Rey. Professor Lax. By his death, the Professorship of Laws, 
the salary of which is £200 a-year, has become vacant. 
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Law Students’ Fournal. 


EXAMINATION OF ARTICLED CLERKS. 
EasteR TERM, 1860, 

This examination took place on Tuesday, the 1st, and Wed- 
nesday. the 2nd inst., at the Hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society, Chancery-lane, London. 

Before the questions were delivered to the candidates, Master 
Walton, of the Court of Exchequer, addressed them te the 
following effect :— 

I shall confine the few observations I have to offer you to 
the proceedings of the day, as that topic will no dowbt be most 
interesting to you. 

I think I may congratulate you that, considering the time 
and opportunity you have had for preparation, the importance 
of the position in our profession you are about to occupy, and 
the responsibilities connected therewith, the examination we 
are about to enter on ought to present no formidable features 
to anyone. 

It is our duty as examiners to be satisfied that = certain 
standard of useful and general knowledge is attained by the 
candidates before they are entitled to practise as attorneys. 
Our duty is one not devoid of anxiety to us. 

As each of the subjects in the several papers which will be 
submitted to you, especially the first three, ore aie oe 
mon law, equity, and conveyaneing, embrace a wide the 
difficulty we have had to meet is so to frame a limited number 
of questions as best to elicit what the extent of the sequire- 
ments of the candidates really is; and I think I may say, on 
behalf of my colleagues and myself, that we have anxiously 
endeavoured su to frame our questions as " afford a fair and 
reasonable test of qualification, such, i , a6 will justify - 





admitting you to the practice of a profession, the character 
whieh the members of the profession and the public at large 
ave so deeply interested to uphold, 

It has been considered that a good eriterion of fitness : 
be obtained by ascertaining, net only what is known, but 
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is not known; and this sort of negative process, which is desig- 
nated “minus marks,” is, I believe, adopted at one of the 
universities. The danger of applying this principle seems to 
me to be in the complicated calculation it involves, The more 
merit there is in answering a difficult question, the less de- 
merit is there in not doing so; and the less merit there is in 
solving a simple question, the greater the demerit of not 
answering it. 

The advantage, therefore, gained by a very able and learned 
answer might be more than lost by passing over a common- 
place one. 

Any principle calculated to prejudice a candidate ought, in 
my opinion, to be rejected; and I think I may congratulate 
you that this does not form an element in our calculations, 

T hardly know whether I ought to offer you similar con- 
gratulations on the absence of vivd voce examinations. In 
these days, young men intended for official, professional, naval, 
or military life, seem to be perpetually undergoing a course of 
examinations. A young man going at thirteen to any of the 
numerous large public schools until eighteen, and then to the 
university for three years, has to encounter, at the smallest 
average, sixty-three examinations, and a fair proportion of 
these are viva voce, and these are exclusive of subsequent offi- 
cial or professional examinations. I suppose by this time he 
is used to them; to a ready and self-possessed candidate they 
are advantageous; to a nervous one they are formidable; @& all 
events, the candidates are not all on an equality. Much, too, 
depends on the skill of the examiner, whose object ought to be 
to elicit the knowledge of others, not to display his own. 
Before this plan is adopted at this Institution, I trust its merits 
and disadvantages will be fully considered. 

There is.a wide difference (on which I am sure I may con- 
gratulate you) between the questions which will be submitted 
to you, and many of those I have had an opportunity of seeing 
in other examination papers of somewhat a similar character. 
I have observed in the papers I allude to some questions 
of a most abstruse, difficult, and technical character, a 
familiarity with which might be meritorious as showing 
unusual research and a good memory, but would be 
far from evincing those general and useful acquirements 
which we deem to be the most valuable to practical men, and 
most serviceable to their clients. That is the description of 
knowledge that we wish to be exhibited to-day. It is not 
. much to require, unless our profession is to be termed learned 
in sound only and not in reality. As I have told you, the pains 
we have taken to frame these questions, the best return you 
can make is thoroughly to examine them before you answer. 
Be satisfied you comprehend the full bearing and scope of the 
question; the merit of an answer consists in.its being correct, 
clear, and concise. I cannot too strongly impress on you that 
we want answers, not treatises. There is danger in elaborating 
—you may dilute the best answer by prolixity. Recollect also 
we offer no premium for expedition. There is no hurry. The 
work formerly done in one day is now distributed between two; 
and, lastly, bear in mind that invaluable maxim of Lord Eldon’s, 
Sat cito, si sat bene. 





ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 
Easter TERM, 1860. 

The Master of the Rolls has appointed Tuesday, the 8th of 
May, 1860, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at four in the 
afternoon, for swearing solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn on the above day must 
leave his common law admission, or his certificate of practice 
for the current year, at the Secretary’s office, Rolls-yard, Chan- 
cery-lane, on or before Monday, the 7th of May, 1860. 


ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS, 


The following days have been appointed for the admission of 
attorneys in the Court of Queen’s Bench:— 
Monday ... May 7 | ‘Tuesday ... May 8 


QUESTIONS FOR THE EXAMINATION. 
Easter Term, 1860, 
I,—PRELIMINARY, 


1, Where, and with whom, did you serve your clerkship? 
2. State the icular branch or branches of the law to 
which you have principally applied yourself during your clerk- 





3. Mention some of the principal law books which you have 
read and studied. ges : 
4, Have you attended any, and what, law lectures? 





IIl.—Common anp SratuTe Law AND PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts. ; 

5. What was the object sought to be attained by the provi- 
sion in the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, as to the .re- 
newal of a writ of summons, and what is the advantage of a 
concurrent writ of summons? 

6. State, shortly, the mode by which a judgment creditor 
can take the benefit of a debt due to the judgment debtor from 
a third party. 

7. Can an action be maintained on a lost bill of exchange? 
and if so, how can the loss of the instrument be prevented 
from being set up as a defence? 

8. What is meant by “ stoppage in transitu,” and how is the 
right lost? 

9. How does a general lien differ from a particular lien, and 
give instances of each? 

10. Can a person, not named in the writ of ejectment, appear 
and defend the action, and if so, what steps must first be taken?. 

11. How can a debt contracted during infancy, and not 
recoverable on that ground, be made binding on the party.after 
he comes of age? 

12. What is meant by a “chose in action?” and give an 
instance of a chose in action reduced into possession by the 
husband. 

13. As a general rule, should an action against a carrier for 
the loss of goods be brought in the name of the consignor or 
consignee, and give an instance of an exception to the rule? 

14, What are the requisites to make a guarantee for the 
payment of a debt of a third party binding on the person 
giving it? 

15. Explain the meaning of the maxim aetio 


personalis, 
moritur cum persona. Has a recent statute made any, and what 


alteration in this rule? 

16. What are the requisites of the statute of frauds, (29 Car. 
2, c.3,) as to a sale of goods of the value of £10 and upwards, 
and how has this been extended by Lord Tenterden’s Act, 9 
Geo. 4,¢. 14, s. 7. , 

17. Is a warranty made subsequently to a sale void or not? 
Give the reasons for your opinion. 

18, Give an instance of how 2 surety for the payment of a 
debt due from a third party can be discharged from his liability 
by the conduct of the creditor. 

19. When after a bill of sale the goods remain in the 
possession of the grantor, what precaution must be taken to 
prevent their being seized under a fi. fa. by an execution 


creditor? How is this question to be affected by statute 17.& 


18 Vict. c. 36? 
III,—ConvEYANCING. 
20. Define the following interests in a freehold estate :— 
1, A fee-simple, 


2, An estate tail—general and special—and how can the - 


latter estate be enlarged.to a fee-simple? 
21. What is an estate in joint tenancy—what in coparce- 
nary? And distinguish them as to the inheritance? 


22. What is an estate by the curtesy? By whom is it ob- 


tained, and how? 


23. Define dower and what is jointure—and when must the - 
latter be effectual to bar dower? Can a widow be entitled to 


both—and if so, in what case? 


24. Which is the more valuable in quality, an estate for life, 


which may terminate tomorrow, or for an absolute term of 
1,000 years ? Is the owner of both estates entitled to exercise 
fall proprietary rights, or in what respect is he limited in each 
case? 


25. What is an estate or tenancy at will—and when is such 
tenant, on the determination of his tenancy, entitled to emble- 
ments—and what are they? Has the tenant any time allowed 
him to take them, and what? 

26. Give the heads of the principal covenants of the lease of 
a town house by the intended lessee, and for what ought the 
lessor to covenant ? 

27. Of what estates, comprised in the preceding questions, 
have the owners a disposing power by will of their several in- 
terests? 

28, Give in the most brief form of words a devise of a free- 
hold estate, say Blackacre, in fee, by A.to B. Are words of 
er absolutely necessary—how may they be dispensed 
with? 

29. What formalities are indispensable to make the devise 


valid—may the devisee be one of the attesting witnesses ? » 
what in such case would become of the devise of Blackacre 
‘to B. . 


? 
30, If Blackacre were wished to be devised to B, in trust for 
two infant children in moieties, but so that in case of the 
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decease of one before the testator, the surviving child is to take 
the entirety—how is that to be accomplished ? 

31, What is the difference between the words descent and 
purchase ? 

$2. Can a married woman's real estate, not being to her 
separate use, be alienated by her during coverture—and how, 
and under what conditions and formalities ? 

88. And as to a married woman's reversionary personal 
estate not protected to her separate use—can this be also 
alienated? and if so, by what authority ? 

84. May a deed or will, executed by virtue of a power re- 
quiring attestation by three witnesses, be executed only in the 
presence of two; if so, name the statutes respectively autho- 
rising such a variation ? 


IV.—Equity anp Practice oF THE Courrs. 
85. What are the objects of the jarisdiction of the courts of 


equity? 

36. Name the statutes now in operation for regulating the 
courts in the various branches of such jurisdiction. 

37. State the various modes of taking evidence in use im the 
Court of Chancery. 

$88. How do you proceed to examine a witness viva voce, and 
at what period of the suit can this be done? 

89. Is the answer of one defendant on oath evidence against 
4 co-defendant in any case, or can it be made ‘available? 

40. ‘Within what time after the filing of an affidavit can you 
cross-examine the deponent? 

41. What are interlocutory proceedings? 

42, State the of a suit, to foreclose a mortgage of real 
=... then 

48. State steps e for intment of a 

Lege + matgen 4 proceeding for appoin 

44. Will the court, upon any, and what, grounds, allow to 
the father of an infant the income of the infant’s independent 
fortune? how would you proceed where this was desired ? 
ae you enforce the appearance of an infant defendant, 

46. A. bequeaths a legacy to B. for life, and after his death 
to B’s next of kin. B. dies, leaving a widow, mother, and 
sister: who is entitled to the legacy, and in what proportions, 
—" 

47. By the power of sale in a mortgage of real estate, the 
mortgagee is to hold the surplus produce of the sale for the 
mortgagor, his executors, administrators, and assigns. The 
noe Is such surplus the mortgagor's real or per- 
sonal e 


tering jan estate where the deceased was pos- 
sessed of land subject to a mortgage, secured also by the bond 
of the deceased, as between his real and personal estate, which 
ig Sr 
49. If aperson, found lunatic by commission, dies before the 
pores cir ug caper are taxed and paid, what is the solicitor’ 
remedy for his costs? ve 4 9 bare 
v= n aND Practice or THE Court. 
50. State, in general terms, the main objects of the bank- 
eens Sot cw enon, toh eee, 0 ae. 
. Which is the principal statute now in ion res 
ing ban tet operation respect- 
. Give a general description of the persons subject to thc 
tankrupt lsws, independently of the classes specially named in 


_ 58. What are the essential requisites to support an adjudica- 
tion of Aye dll te the limits, in regard to 
time, within which isite Acts must i have 
: requisite respectively 
=a Can an attorney, or solicitor, as such, be made a bank- 
55. Your client, a creditor, desires to make his debtor a 
what steps must he take for that purpose? 
at v9 owen Mahoney considers that he has been im- 
ly pt. Can he dispute the adjudication 7 
And, if so, what steps must he take for that purpose? 
57. Your client, a trader, is unable to meet his engagements, 
motieatine toieenld sg viene tuagee s Aner 
can affect an arrangement with his creditors, and obtain a 
discharge from his liabilities—1st, the medium of the 
Court of Bankruptcy, and 2nd, otherwise than through the 
— Explain generally the mode of proceeding in either 
58. State, in terms, what debts are provable under 
cpg adhe Can claims in res of sie of agree~ 
ment, or for a tort, or in trover, be bject of proof? 
if not, why not? ; "a 





and, 


69. Your client, a creditor, holds title deeds by way of 
deposit, but without writing, for securing a debt due from a 
bankrupt—Can he sell the property to which the deeds relate? 
or what steps must he take to obtain the benefit of his security? 

60. Your client, a lessee, becomes bankrupt. Will his certi- 
ficate discharge him from future liability to the rent and cove- 
nants? Or what steps would you advise him to take in order 
to get rid of such liability ? 

61. To what extent can the holder of a bill of to 
which the bankrupt is a party, prove and receive di on 
such bill against such estate? 


62. Explain the effect of the certificate in ban 7, as 

istingui from the discharge under the Insolvent f 
Act, as regards the future liability of the debtor 

63. Under what circumstances, if any, does the property be- 


longing to third parties pass to the assignees of a bankrupt for 
the general benefit of his creditors? 

64. While the sheriff is in possession under an execution, but 
before sale, the judgment debtor is adjudicated a bankrupt— 
what effect has such adjudication upon the execution ? 
Vi—Crmminat Law anp PROCEEDINGS BEFORE Macts- 


TRATES. 
65. ae that constitute the Central Criminal 
Court, and over what places does its jurisdiction extend? 

66, In cases of offences or crimes committed at sea, in what 
court are they cognisable, and before whom to be tried? 

67. ied public functionary is the supreme coroner of the 
realm 

68. On conviction in ® criminal hema empties Ay. pad 
appeal? and if so, to whom, and what is the mode of pro- 
ing? 


69. At what periods of the year is the court of quarter 
sessions Rid tn onsen, gal doés an appeal lie, and to whom, 
from all, or any, of its decisions? 

70. State what constitutes a court of petty sessions, and 
what is the general nature of matters transacted there? 


71. Is there any from the determination of rates 

in petty session? and if so, to what tribunal, and pro- 
ings should be taken by the appellant? 

72. any, and what defects vitiate an indictment, and 


can it be quashed, and by what court after conviction? 

78. What is burglary, and within what hours must it be 
committed, in order to constitute the offence ? 

74. Define the crime of arson. State its , and 
whether there is any, and what persons negli- 
gently setting fire to a house or houses. 

75. What is forgery as defined by Act of Parliament, and 
will the alteration of a genuine instrument amount to forgery, 
and if so, under what stances ? 

76. To whom should stolen property be described as be- 
longing in an indictment—whether the owner or the person in 
whose actual possession it was at the time of the theft? 

77. Can the owner or occupier of land expel by force any 
person found trespassing upon it, and if so trespassing and 
doing damage, can he be taken before a magistrate without # 
warrant? 

78. Can witnesses in a criminal prosecution claim the privi- 
lege of a confidential communication in respect of their peculiar 
position ? 

79. Why is it illegal to compound or compromise an indict- 
able offence, and what, if any, are the exceptions to this rule? 





Societtes and Enstituttons, 


EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 
Bonus Report. 

Report of the Directors to the Extraordinary General Meet- 
ing, held on Friday, the 20th of April, 1860:— 

In conformity with the provisions of the deed of settlement, 
the directors have the pleasure of submitting to the proprietors 
and assured a report of the result of the society’s operations 
for the third quinquennial period, ending on the 31st December, 
1859. 

By reference to the balance sheet, which has already been 
published, it will be observed that the gross assets on that day 
amounted to £263,719 19. 11d.; the vaffous sums then owing 
(including claims accrued and since paid), to £7,836 9s. 1¢.; 


and the proprietors’ fund to £59,907 1%. 74.; leaving 


£195,975 11s. 8d. as the assurance fund, or the provision er 
the outstanding risks undet policies, 

The number of policies then in force was 1,386, for 
assurances amounting with previous bonus additions to sums of 
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£1,430,342, and annuities of £1,336; and yielding in annual 
premiums, £43,231 2s. 6d, 

In order to determine the amount of surplus available for 
division on the present occasion, very careful valuation has 
been made of the assets and liabilities of the society. In es- 
timating the assets, a reserve has been made to meet any possible 
depreciation in the value of any of the securities; and in 
estimating the liabilities the most stringent tests have been 
applied. The table of mortality adopted has been the one con- 
structed by Dr. Farr from the male population of the whole 
country, and from which the society’s premiums have been 
calculated; it indicates a less favourable mortality than the 
Carlisle table, which is now most commonly used. The rate of 
interest assumed has been three per cent., and the net premiums 
only have been taken into account, the remaining portion of the 
premium income being retained to accumulate as a fund for 
future expenses and profits. Upon these principles the es- 
ery value of the society’s engagements is £152,086 12s.; 
and the directors recommend that this sum be reserved to meet 
the outstanding liabilities, 

_ Should this recommendation be adopted by the meeting, the 

surplus available for division will be £43,888 19s. 3d. Under 
the new regulations of the society, one-tenth of this amount, or 
£4,388 17s. 11d. belongs to the proprietors, out of which 
£92 Os. 5d. has to be applied to make up the proprietors’ fund 
to £60,000, and the remainder distributed during the next five 
years as an increased dividend to the shareholders over and 
above the interest of the proprietors’ fund. The two sources 
combined will produce during the current quinquennial period, 
a dividend of 7s. per share, free of income-tax, or at the rate of 
7 per cent. per annum on the amount of the original paid-up 
capital, being an increase of 14 per cent. over the dividend paid 
Fsree "the last five years. 

The remaining nine tenths of the surplus are to be appro- 
priated tothe policy holders on the participating scale of one 
year’s standing and upwards, and will produce reversionary 
bonuses amounting to about £76,000, averaging very nearly 
£2 per cent. per annum on the sums assured, or about 60 per 
cent.on the premiums paid during the preceding five years. 
As soon as the necessary calculations can be completed, each 
policy holder will be informed of the amount added to his assu- 
rance, which, if desired, may be commuted, either for an imme- 
diate cash payment, or an equivalent reduction in the annual 
premium. In the meantime, a table is subjoined containing 
examples of the bonus additions to be made to some policies 
for £1,000 effected at different dates and ages, which will en- 
able those interested to form an opinion of the general result. 
Examples of Bonus Additions to Policies, to the 31st Dec. 1859, 























Bonus Total 
Age at Sum 
Date of Policy. added, Bonus 
r Entry. 1859, | Additions. 

£ £ £ 
14 February, 33 1,000 80 244 
7 November, 51 1,000 107 318 
3 June 47 1,000 272 
3 October, 40 1,000 88 187 
11 April, 44 1,000 98 168 
2 June, 35 1,000 91 121 
8 March, 40 1,000 99 99 
31 December, 30 1,000 52 52 





As on previous occasions a resolution will be submitted to 
the meeting, authorising the directors to pay a current bonus 
of £1 cent, per annum on the sum assured on each policy 
entitled to participate, which may become a claim during the 
current quinquennial period. 

As evidence of the progress of the society, the directors 
have much gratification in being able to submit the following 
comparative statement of its affairs at the termination of each 
of the three quinquennial periods of its existence. 











Comparative the Affaire of the Equity and Law 
Life Assurance Society, at each of the Periods of Division of 
@ Bonus. 
Sist Dec, Sist Dec. SIst Dec. 
1849, 1854, 1859. 
z £ £ 
Sums Assured 515,254 951,420 1,403,880 
14,959 29,614 43,221 
Income 35,9r2 54,103 
rom mat | ae | ee 
See eeeevnnevansese 73,818 h 
Deviaibie ebeesdedscoeee ta sates bor 














Before concluding this report, the directors take the oppor- 
tunity of mentioning that they have bestowed much time and 
pains in endeavouring to simplify and improve the terms and 
conditions upon which assurances are granted, and they 
believe that this society now affords all the real advan- 
tages of which the system of life assurance is susceptible. The 
policy holders have the security of an ample paid-up mabe. 
the responsibility and valuable connection of an i 
body of shareholders, and at the same time the right as par- 
ticipating in nine-tenths of the profits, a much larger 
tion than is allotted to them in most other offices. The 
limits are very extensive, and the interests of third <a are 
not prejudiced by those limits being 
knowledge. Policies are no pe void Be fing we ice expt 
when committed within thirteen months Pony 
policy, and then only if no third parties are per no in the 
assurance. And in the event of death occurring during the 
days of grace allowed for the renewal of a policy; the premium 
then due is not required to be paid, but the amount may be 
deducted on settlement of the claim. 

The directors are confident that the results which they 
have now been enabled to announce cannot fail to be highly 
satisfactory to all who are interested in the society, and will, 
they trust, induce them to exert themselves to increase its 
business, and thereby ensure a continuance of the success 
which has hitherto attended its operations, and which, having 
regard to the unexampled competition with whieh it has had 
to contend, may justly be characterised as very remarkable. 

Joun M. Crason, Chairman, 


ws 


Court Papers. 


Chancery Vacation Notice. 

During the Whitsun Vacation, until further notice, all applications 
which ore neceomary te be made at the Gunben ot fe tes cate 
are to be made at the Chambers of the Master of 

The Chambers of the Master of the Rolls will As Ay on Friday, the 
llth, and on Tuesday, Wednesday. aaa y and Friday, the 15th, 16th, 
17th, and 18th days of May, 1860, from 11 to 


Queen's Bench, 
NEW CASES.—Easrer Team, 1860. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 











Middlesex. wera 
(Tried during Term). 
” Cohen & Wife v. De 
(Tried durin5 Term). 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
Dem. Swindell and Another v. The Company of Proprietors of 
the Birmingham Canal. : 
Common Pleas. 

Srrrines at Nist Paws, in and London, before the Right Hos. 
Sir Witt1am Ears, Kat., Lord Chief Justice of Her Court of 
Common Pleas, at Westminster, in and after Trinity Term, 

- IN TERM. 

Thursday ..,..+.sceeees May 24} Monday ..........ceceeee May 3% 

ednesday ........s000 » 30 | Monday — sceseccereccee Same 4 
AFTER TERM. 

Wednesday ......++++ «+ Jume 13| Monday .,.....secc000 Sume 25 
The Court will sit during and after Term at 10 o'clock. 

The Causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in Term, if not 
of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days fol 


each of such sitting days. 
NEW CASE.—Eastsr Tram, 1860, 
DEMURRER PAPER. 
Ca. Nisi Prius. North, Assignee, &c. v. Taylor. 





Brehequer of Pleas. 

Srrrines at Nist Privs, in Middlesex and London, before the Hon. 
Sir Frepgrick Pontocg, Knt., Lord Chief Baron of Her Court 
of Exchequer, in and after Trinity Term, 1860. 

IN TERM. 
Sitting® .. Wednesday, May 23 | Ist Sitting Monday, May 28 
ist Wed y, May st eens 

Qnd Sitting .. Wednesday ,, 30/ 9nd Sitting .... Monday, Jume 4 

Sra Sitting . * Wednesday, June 6] 

AFTER TERM, 
Middlesex. 
cesceeee Sune 85 


Wednesday . 22 | Mandan 
The Court will sit “during and after Term at 10 ‘o'clock. 
The Court will sit in Middlesex, at Nisi Fens. Tom, by ees 
from day to day until the Causes entered for the respective Sit- 
tings are disposed of. 


Associate's Office, Bachequer of Pleas. ‘By order, 





So etm ene ee meee, 
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NEW CASE.—Easrer Term, 1860, 
SPECIAL PAPER, 
Nichols and Another v. Chapman. 
——_—_~>_———_ 
English #unds and Railway Stock. 
__ “as Official Quotation during the week ending Friday evening.) 


HER Bat 7 


RalLways — Continued. | 








EnGLisa Fonps. 


Bank Stock 


| Shrs. 
|| Stock! London and Blackwall.| 7 





seeecese o- 


3 per Cent. Red. Ann..| 93: || Stock Lon.Brighton& S.Coast| 114 
3 per Cent.Cons.Ann.| 9! 25 |Lon. Chatham & Dover) 12 
New 3 per Cent. Ann..} 9: Stock) Londonand N.-Wstrn..| 1014 
New 24 per Cent. Ann.| .. || 124 Ditto Eighths ....| 9% 
sforaccount ..} 954 }/Stock|London & S.-Westrn.| 93 
iLong Ann. (exp. Apr. Stock| Man. Sheff. & Lincoln..| 42 
an eee) coccecceee 175-16 


||Stock|Midland ......+++00) 17 
96 


“— 1858.| .- |/Stock; Ditto Birm. & Derby 
1859. 97% |/Stock|Norfolk.......scese0+| 54f 
linda Stock .-....00-- ++ ||Stock|North British ........| 61% 
India Loan Scrip. .... Stock| North-Eastn. (Brwck.) 
India 5 per Cent. 1859.., 1064 ||Stock} Ditto Leeds ......| 4 
cage ray dn | ++ |/Stock) Ditto York ......| 80 
Do. (under £1000).... ++ }|Stock| North London........| 108 


Exch. Bills (£1000)...| 9p. 


Stock)Oxford, Worcester, & 
Ditto (£500)....| 6p. | 


Wolverhampton oo} 44 








Ditto (Small) ..| .- |! 20 |Portsmouth..........| 16 
. ‘Stock! Scottish Centrfl..... | 117 
i |Stock}Scot. N. E. Aberdeen 
Rattwar Stock. | | a Te Oe 
} 


| 
| Stock| Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.| 90 
Stock|Shropshire Union ....| 50 
104 | Stock|South Devon ........ 
913 | Stock|South-Eastern .. 
}/Stock|South Wales ........ 
183 } [Stock S. Yorkshire & R. Dun| 80 
55 Stockton & Darlington! 40 
lI stock Vale of Neath ......| 60 
} 





Stock! Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc.| 72 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter....! 
Stock Caledonian .......... 

20 iCornwall .........00- 
Stock|East Anglian ........ 
Stock/Eastern Counties ....! 
Stock} Eastern Union A.Stock) 38 
Ditto B. Sreck -..-| 28 






Stock | Edinburgh & pad | 79 | 
Stock | Edin. Perth, & Dundee 32 | 
Glasgow and South-| || Stock|Buckinghamshire ....| 98 
Western .......+..| 100  ||Stock|Chester and Holyhead.| 51 


Lines at fixed Rentals. 





Stock|Great Northern ... ‘ Stock| Ditto 54 per Cent...| 12 
Stock} Ditto A. Stock ....| 119 |/Stock| Ditto 5 per Cent ..| 115 





132 l Stock East Lincoln, guar. 6 
Stock'Gt. Southn. & Westn. | per Cent ........ «| 141 

(Treland) ..........) Hull and Selby ...... 
ae |Great Western ' 704 Stock) London and Greenwich| 65 


Ditto B. Stock.... 





k Lancaster and Carlisle ++ ;|Stock| Ditto Preference..} 120 
Ditto ‘Thirds... 19p. Stock|Lon., Tilbury, Sthend..| 97 
Ditto New Thirds.. 19p. ||Stock Shrewsbury & Herefd.| 102 








Stock |Lancash. & Yorkshire | 1054 || Stock Wilts and Somerset ..| 93 





Marriages, and Deaths. 
MARRIAGES. 

CROSSE—NORTHCOTE—On April 26, Herbert E. G. Crosse, Esq., Lieut. 
H.M~“s 59th Regt. to Fanny Hinton, only daughter of Henry Northcote, 
pals ot the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

UNEY _—HASTINGS—On April 30, Alexander Dauney, Esq., of the 
Temple, Barrister-at Law, to Emily Ellen, only daughter of John 
Hastings, Esq., M.D., of Albermale-street, 

DIGWEED—MILL—On April 28, John Stephen Digweed, Esq., of the Inner 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to Clara Esther, second daughter of the late 
JamesMill, Esq., of the India House. 

HELDEN—DALE—On April 26 Lawrence Holden, Esq, solicitor, Lan- 
= to Jane Amelia, only daughter of the late Mr. Dale, of Lan- 


HORNSBY —MeCARTHY On March 29, at Barric, Canada West, John 
Wi y, Esq., of Lincoln’ s-inn, barrister-at-law, to Julia Anna 
Hope, eldest daughter of D’Alton McCarthy, Esq., of Barrie. 

en ng May 2, Francis D. Lys, surgeon, of Bere Regis, 
son of the late Henry C. Lys, Esq., barrister-at-law, of Sway House, 
L , Hants,J.P. and D’ oL., to Anna, daughter of John Grabham, 


-D., of 
PEDLEY—TALLIS—On April 19, Joseph Pedle of Lincoin’s-inn, 
to Miss Eouma E. Tallis, Jersey. itera : 
MATTHEW —HIGGINS—NELSON—HIGGINS—On May 1, the Rev. 
David Sutton Matthew, M.A., perpetual curate of Wabe Heet St. Mary, 
to Mary, eldest daughter of John "iiggin, Esq., of Alford; also at the 
same time, Arthur, second son of Robert N Nelson, Esq., late judge of 
Malabar H.£.IC.S., to Anna Maria, second daughter of John Higgins, 


Alford. 

sage con, April 28, Joseph Sugden, Esq., of Trinity 

a Halifax, to Fanny, relict of John Busher Duncan, M. ‘A, barrister- 
ww. 
WORKMAN—DAVIS—On ‘April 25, at Belfast, Robert (ger a, Ea, to 
Peil, second daughter of the late James Davis, Esq,, solicitor, 
DEATHS. 

COCKLE—On April 25, in his 4th year, Harold Wilkin, son of James 
Cockle, Esq.,of the Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law. 

MKENNA~—On A 4, Me pont Sybella, wife of W. Alexander 
M’Kenna, Key, A Dublin, and grand daughter of Sir Joseph Barrington, 


The Court will net he ot Uke Prins oni Welneste , the 23rd of May 
as stated in the Sittings Paper). No cause, therefore, will be tried 





* The 
19) (as 
until the 


the following day, Thursday, the 24th of May, 1960, 





SMYTHE—On April 24, Thomas Smythe, Esq., of the Middle Temple, 
Barrister-at-Law, in the 58th year of his age 
TINLEY—On April 29, at Tynemouth, Jane, wife of John Tinley, Esq., 


Solicitor, aged 69. 
—_—~>——- 


Uinclaimed Stock mm the Bank of Gungland. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties eotame the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months 

Butter, Saran, Widow, Depttord, 4 deceased, £150 Reduced Three per 
Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by William Warrington, Elizabeth Wegg, 
Widow, and Susanna Hallmarke, wife of John Hallmarke, the surviving 
executors of Elizabeth Bradley War: rington, Widow, deceased, who was 
the surviving executor of the said Sarah Butler, deceased. 

Dennis, Hannaa, Widow, Bedford, deceased, £9 12s. 9d. Consols.— 
Claimed by Sir John Ratcliff, Knt., cop eee ge with will annexed, de 
bonis non, of the said Hannah Dennis, de 

Hersert, Kev. Joun Arntavr, Glan Hafrew, Newtown, Mon ery -shire, 
£812 5s. 5d. Consols.—Claimed by the said Rev. John Arthur Herbert. 

LAPRIMANDAYE, Rev. CHaRLes Jonw, Leyton, Essex, Grorcr BasForp, 
servant to B. Foster, Woodford, & W1tLtaM BasrorD, Policeman, South- 
gate, Middlesex, £70 Consols.—Claimed by George Basford and William 

‘ord, the survivors. 

Nancouas, Cuanves & BensaMIN Buxton, Cheesemongers, both of Tothill- 
street, Westminster, deceased, £99 2s. 11d., New per Cent. An- | 
nuities.—Claimed by Mary Hurding , wife of Richard Hurding, the lim- 
ited administratrix of the said Charles Nancolas, deceased, who was the 
survivor, 

Pinto, ig Ferretra, Gent., St. Helen’s-place, Bishopsgate, deceased, 
£32’ Is. 9d. Consols.—Claimed by Augusta Farreira Pinto Basto, and 
Justino Ferreira Pinto Basto, the mureitaets executors. 


pe 


heirs at Law and Nert of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere. 


Barrorp, Huan, of Henley on Thames, who died on the 27th of March, 
last. Heir at law to communicate with Messrs. S. & J. Cooper, Solici- 
tors, of Henley on Thames.. Mr. Barford’s family are believed to have 
resided many years ago at Lichfield. 

Jacons, JOHN, and WILLIAM, who formerly resided at or near Chelsea, and 
to have held situations at the Bourd of Trade, themselves, or if dead, 
their representatives to communicate with; Messrs. Hopwood & Son, a7, 
Chancery lane. 

PEereRkin, Joun, Engraver, Edingburgh, his son Alexander Peterkin, who 
was a Baker in New York, and left that city in or about 1851, for Aus- 
tralia, himself If living, or if dead his representatives to communicate 
witl Messrs. Macandrew, 33, Dublin-street, Edingburgh. 

SHERGOLD, Jos1an, formerly of Lambeth, himself or his represantives to 
communicate with W. W. King, Esq., Solicitor, 25, College-hill, Cannon- 


street, West. 
———_—~>—-- - 
Rondon Gazettes. 


GHinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 
Turspay, May 1, 1860. 
TrevaLca State Company.—Order to wind up, April 21. 


Limirep In BANKRvPrTcY. 
Litrie Down AND Esser Rocks Mininc AND MineRAL Company LIMITED. 
—Creditors to prove their debts; May 15, at 1. Com. Holroyd. 
West or Encitasp Stream Fiour Mitts anp Bakery Company LimtTeD. 
—Petition to wind up (presented April 2) will be heard betore Com. 
Fane on May 11. 


V.C. Wood. 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Fatway, May 4, 1860. 
Atuenmum Lire Assurance Sociery.—V. C. Wood will, on May 9, at 3, 
to make a call on contributories for 12s. 6d. per share. 
Mexican anv Sovurn American Company.—M. K. peremptory for a call 
of £25s. per share on contributories, upon whom a call for £9 per 
share have been made, and for £11 5s. per share on contributories upon 
whom no call has hitherto been made ; to be paid on or before May 22, 
to Robert Palmer Harding, Official Manager, 3, Bank-buildings, London. 
NATIONAL ALLIANCE ASSURANCE Company.—V. C. Wood will, on May 10, 
at 11.30, proceed to make a call on contributories for £3 yer share, 
Potytecunic InstituTion.—M. R. will,on May 10, at 12, proceed to make 
a4 call on contributories for £1 per share. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Faiway, April 27, 1860, 

Anmstrono, WitttiAM, Gent., Newcastle-upon-T'yne (who died on March 
#). 1 = Cockcroft, Solicitors, 14, Grey-street, Newcastle-upon- 

yne. Aug 

Beane, Koweat, Flour Factor, Corn Exchange, late of 35, Edwardes- 

uare, Kensington, late of Great Parudon, Essex (who died on Feb, 29). 
ES) rd, Solicitor, 24, Moorgate-street. June 24, 

Breanp, Cuantes Josiau James, Gent,, 3, Gloucester-gardens, Camden- 
roa(-villas, Middlesex ge eee on June 28). Church & Sons, Solicitors, 
9, Bedford-row, London, 

Guist, WILLIAM, Marine suse hacie, 67, Kitchermstreet, Liverpool (who 
bo on ak 13, 1859), Hadcliffe, Solicitor, 10, St. George’s-crescent, 

vi 


29, 
How, q Farmer, Houghton oe 2 Bedfordshire (who died Feb. 


ah 
Law, Witttam jor-General in her Majesty's service, for- 
my thee Maio oot, 26, Pall Mall coke died on March 
poem , Clarke & Finch, Solicitors, y Craven-stsect, 
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Myorr, Joun, Grocer, Baker, Provision Dealer, & Shopkeeper, Belper, and 
yo ag Derbyshire _ 0 died in or about Jan., 1360). Greaves, 


wr, Hewar, Gent., Whitel 

Ray, Henry, itehaven, Cumberland (who died on or about 
Nov. 8). Brockbank & Helder, Solicitors, Whitehaven. May 26. 

RIcHARDSON, GEORGE, Master Mariner, Liverpool (who died on or about 
Tiocaak ag a Ellis, & Field, Solicitors, 3, Fenwick-street, 


1, 
olen Foams; Coan Plumber, Glazier, Painter, & Gas Fitter, _— (who died 
on or about June 17 last). Greaves, Solicitor, Belper. May 19. 
Watson, Isaac, Manufacturer, Morley, Yorkshire (who died in March, 
1858). Thomas Watson, Manufacturer, Morley, Administrator. June 16. 


Torspar, May |, 1860. 

ARMsTRONG, Jonn, Gent., Portsea (who died on Nov. 2, 1859). Edgcombe 
& Cole, Solicitors, Portsea. July 1. 

, JOSEPH, Butcher, late of Philip-street, and afterwards of 
Monument-lane (who died on or about Dec. 31, 1856). Danks, Solicitor, 
Birmingham. June 11. 

FusseLt, Susannan CuaFrer, Widow, Wadbury House, near Frome, 
Somersetshire aS died on or about Noy. 2, 1859). Lovibond, Solicitor, 
Bridgwater. June 20 

Hart, Sarax, Spinster, Hythe, Kent (who died on or about March 18, 
1860). Watts, Solicitor, Hythe. July 6. 

Hearn, Josepn, Gent., late of New Windsor, Berks, and formerly of Eton, 
Bucks (who died a fon, 1860). Darvill, Son, and Poulton, Solicitors, 
New Windsor. Jul. 

HERBERT, SAMUEL, Ag Gate Fulford, Yorkshire (who died on April 16, 
1860). Garwood, Solicitor. York. 

Lee, Joseru, street re Vessel Owner, Coal Leader, and Coal Dealer, 
Lofthouse, Rothwell, Yorkshire (who died on April 17, 1860). Turner, 
Solicitor, Rothwell. *June 9. 

Motony, Rev. Francis WHEELER, Clerk, Stratford-upon-Avon (who died 
on Feb. 27, 1860). Hume & on Solicitors, 10, Great James-street, 
Bedford-row, London. June 7 

Moors, Exizasets, Spinster, Nether Knutsford, Chester (who died on 
Jan. 29,1860). Roscoe & Sedgley, Solicitors, Nether Knutsford. June 25. 

PaRKEs, GEORGE, Manufacturer, Bristol-road & Paradise-street, Birming- 
ham (who died on March 2, 1857). Hill, Solicitor, 1, Cherry. Street, 
Birmingham. June 30. 

Priecer, CaristorHer, Colonial Broker & Shipping Agent, 123, Fen- 
church-street, London, and 2, Bromley-street, Stepney, Middlesex, and 
late of 6, Railway-place, Fenchurch-street (who died on Nov. 14, 1857). 
Tayler, Solicitor, 16, Great St. Helen’s. June 4. 

Witson, Marcaret, Widow, 16, Warkworth-terrace, Commercial-road, 
Limehouse (who died on Feb. 6, 1860). Ratcliff, Solicitor, Dean Colet 
House, White Horse-street, Commercial-road East. June 24. 

Wynn, Sir Witt1aMm, Knt., late Governor of Sandown Fort, Isle of Wight 
(who died on Dec. 23, 1855). Rev. Simon Hart Wynn, Executor, Towyn, 
Merionethshire, North Wales. May 31. 


Frivay, May 4, 1860, 

Cast, Tuomas, who at his decease was carrying on business with John 
Eastwood as Master Carters, Liverpool under the firm of Eastwood & 
Case, (or against the said firm,) Roby, Solicitor, 6 York-buildings, Dale- 
street, Liverpool. July 1. 

Davis, Tuomas, Bricklayer & Beer Seller, Brentwood End, Isleworth, 
Middlesex (who died on or about the 27th of March 1860.) Woodbridge 
& Son, Solicitors, 8 Clifford’s Inn, Fleet-street, London, and Brentwood. 
Middlesex. June 1. 

Fripay, Joun, formerly a Shipwright and lately a Pensioner, under 
Government, 3 Providence-place, High-street, Mile-town, Sheerness 
(who died on or about July 9, 1858). Wright, Solicitor, 25 Bedford- 
row, Middlesex. 

Masse, Georee, formerly a Commander in the Royal Navy, Gorleston, 
Suffolk (who died on or about March 18, 1860). Fisher, Lucas, & 
Steward, Solicitors, 25 South Quay, Great Yarmouth. June 9th. 

Wavup, Epwarp, Worsted Spinner & Stuff Manufacturer, Richmond House, 
Great Horton-road, Bradford, Yorkshire (who died on or about January 
22), Woolstapler,. Executor, Bradford, July 1. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, April 27, 1860. 
Castis, WitL1aM Henry, Tanner, Crimscott-street, Bermondsey, Surrey 
nd Lp in or about Oct., 1858). Henderson v. Castle, V. C. Kindersley. 
lay 23, 
Cuartes Joun, Cattle Dealer, Caundle Bishop, Dorsetshire 
(who died in or about Oct., 1858). Trim ve. Knight & Others, V. C 
Stuart. May 30. 
Darxs, EvizaBeEtu, + gage Me Allhallows-on-the-Walls, Exeter (who died 
in or about meet: ag? — & Others v. Dean and Chapter of St. 


Peter, 

Dawson, Tuomas, peckhageten Nottinghamshire (who died in or about 
Nov., yo Cook v. Dawson, M. R. May 25 

Douvite, C MRISTOPHER, Esq., 31, St. James’s-square, Bath (who died on 
5 ei 30, 1859). Wilkie & Another ve. Beachem, V. C. Stuart. 

Goxpine, Rev. Epwarp, Clerk, Brimpton, Berkshire (who died in or about 
Nov., 1857). Elliott v. Golding & b Others, V. C. Wood. May 7. 

Horrs, James Henry, Collector of Queen's Taxes, 2, Sparrow-corner, 
ae = Jeng (who died in or about June, 1851). Wilson v. Hoppe, 

Mason, JAMES, poy «ea & Barge Owner, formerly of 23, Old Baile: 
afterwards of Charterhouse-square, London, and. of Upper Stamtort 
street, Blackfriars, Surrey (who died on vay 25, 1842). Mason & 
Others vy. Mason & Others, V. C. Stuart. May 28 

ear foe, Grocer, Deal, Kent (who died in or about Sept., ey 
sed oy v. Her Majesty's Attorney-General & Others, Vv. 

y 

Pixs, Janez, Oil & Colourman, Cross-strect, St. Mary, Newington (who 
aed g Cg June, 1855), Scholey & Others e. Pike & Others, V, C. 

Tromsox, Frepsarcx Joun Ricwaap Hats, Surgeon, Clarges-street, Pic- 
cadilly, M (who died in Jan. 1860). Thomacn & Others °. 


wnat, Re 





n ‘Springfield, Warwickshire, and The Grove, | 


Surrey fone a+ in or about Sept., 1858). M*Carogher c. Whieldon, 
M. R. ay 

Waricat, Racwat1, Spinster, Witney, Oxfordshire (who died 1y or about 
June, 1857). Wright v. Salmon, V. C. Kindersley. May 26 


TusspaY, May 1, 1860. 


Cooke, GEorGE, Solicitor, Northampton. Weller v. Lovell & Others, V.C 
Stuart. May 31. 
Drxon, Georce, Grover, Bishopwearmouth, 7 (who died in or about 
Nov., 1859). Fothergill v. Dixon, M. R. 
ELswortH, Tuomas, Spirit Merchant, Carlisle tobe died in or about April, 
1859). Wright e. Elsworth,M.R. May 30. 


Hatey, Pau FurNearx, » Wi , Devonshire (who died in 
—— ary Another, V. C. Wood. 
May 


or about Feb., 1859). Haley v. Comins 

Sane, , Widow, Leamington, Warwickshire (who died in or about 
July, 1858). Rudd v. Wells, V. C. Kindersley. June 4. 

Squires, Josern, Farmer, Foulbridge, St. Cuthbert, Carlisle (who died in 
or about Jan., 1855). Knowles v. Squires, V. C. Stuart. May 24. 

Tooke, HENRIETTA, Widow, Hemel Hempstead, Hertfordshire (who died 
on 40255 17, 1847). Tookie v. Hooper & Others, V. C. Wood. May 22. 


Frivpay, May 4, ay 
Gaprer, Epmunp Pitts, Esq., Daniel-street, Bathwick, Somersetshire 
(who died in or about March, 1834). Willoughby v. +. Wilkinnon, M.R. 
May 22. 

Hosiz, Witt1aM, Gent., 74, Charlotte-street, Fitzroy-square, Middlesex 
(who died in or about * August, 1859). Hubie ec. Habie, Vv. C. Stuart. 
May 23. 

Lioyp, Davi, Draper, Market-p'ace, Llanrwst, Denbighshire. ( 
died in or about December, 1859). Lioyd v. Leva, M.R., May 21. 

Mussetr, Henry, Pastry Cook, Barking Church-yard, Al-hallows, 
ing, London (who died in or about June, 1854). Grant & Another . 
Mussett, V. C. Wood. May 24. 

Parnter, James, Farrier & Blacksmith, Wantage, Berkshire (who died in 
or about June, 1859). Gibbs & Another e. Savory & Others, V.C. 
Stuart. May 28. 

Patrerson, THomas, Parade-road, St. Helier, Jersey FN died in or 
about July, 1859). Flood & Another v. Patterson & Others, M. R. 
May 28. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fripay, April 27, 1860. 
Barrer, Taomas WiLLovensr, Goldsmith, Jeweller, & Watchmaker, 15, 
= Southampton. March 19. Trustees, T. Partridge, Jeweller, 
4, Rodney-street, Pentonville, Middlesex; H. Fang) Silver Plater, 
* Thavies-inn, Holborn-hill, London. Sol. Adkins, 4 , Thavies-inn, 
Holbors-hill, London. 

BroaDWaTER, WILLIAM Jonny, Baker, Oxford. March 19. Trustees, G. 
Cox, Miller, Abingdon, Berks; A. Brown, Widow, Piddington, Oxford. 
Sol. Bartlett, Abingdon. 

Crarke, Grorcet, Tailor & Outfitter, East Dereham, N 


ridge, Warehouseman, -street, ; S. Copestake, 
Beate ouseman, Cheapside, London. Sol. Reed, 3, Gresham-street, 
ion. 


Haut, Tuomas, Manufacturer, sole partner of the firm of Thomas Hall & 
Co., and R: Lancaster. April 2. ih 
Montgomery and W. Waller, Manufacturers, Manchester; W. 8. Kar, 
Manufacturer, Bury, Lancaster. Sols. Sale, Worthington, Shipman, & 
Seddon, 39, Booth-street, Manchester. 

Hopper, EDwanp, Grocer & Provision Dealer, Lozells, Aston, Warwick- 
shire. April 16. Trustees, R. T. Abbott, Gentleman, Handsworth, Stat 
fordshire; H. S. Smith, Gentleman, Handsworth, Staffordshire. Sol. 
Jaques, 44, Cherry-street, Birmingham. 

Narper, ALFRED, & JOHN NaPPER, Drapers, Castle Cary, Somersetshire. 
April 9. Trustees, G. B. G Ww ee 
London; J. Baggallay, Warehouseman, Love-lane, Londen: J. Boyd, 
Manufacturer, Castle Carey. Sols. Davidson, Bradbury, & Hardwick, 
Weavers’-hall, 22, Basinghall-street, London. 

PsarctvaL, James, Draper, Warrington, Lancaster. seiko, 18, Fame be R. 
Percival, Farmer, Antrobus, Chester ; J. Jackson, Mere’ Manchester . 
Sol. Nicholson, Warrington. 

PowELt, Grorcr, Draper, Birmingham. April 11. Jrustees, C. Watson, 
and W, G. Mason, Merchants, Manchester. Sols. Sale, Worthington, 








Jey eS 
Trustees, J. a. Draper, Devies J. lipies Jun Jun., 


Abingdon, Berks. Sol. Wittey, 
SYMpson, Caarxss, Chemist & Druggist, Lincoln. April 21. —- 
Clarke, Architect, Nottingham ; T. Simpson, Ironmonger, Lincoln. le 


Lincoln. 
Wnricat, Samvust, Innkeeper & Licensed Victualler, § a 
a nee April 23. Trustees, R. Bennett, Wine Spirit 
Boddington, Brewer, Manchester. Sols. Potter & Knight, 
is Cooper pate Manchester. 
Tusspay, May 1, 1860. 
Coupman, Grores, Grocer, Tea, & Provision Dealer, Peterborough. ay 
Trustees, R. Price, Grocer, Oundle; W. Colpman, Farmer, 
Sol. Yorke, Oundle. 

Howrey, Charts, Coal Merchant, Bg Oxfordshire. April 23. 
Trustee, S. Lovegrove, Farmer, Pishill, Oxfordshire. Sol. Neale, 13, 
Friar-street, Reading. 

Nerr, James, Jeweller, Goldsmith, & Watch & Clock Manufacturer, 25, 
Leadenhall-street, London. April 18. Trustees, W. Dudley, Jeweller, 
Thavies-inn, Holborn, London ; T. Partridge, Jeweller, 4, » 
Pentonville, Middlesex; J. Hazell, Jeweller, Gioucester-street, 
well, Middlesex, Sols. Miller, Son, & Day, 24, mynd Para, Heh 

Rayment, Wittiam, Farmer & Corn Dealer, Gann hay 4 
Sussex. April 4. Trustees, G@, Webster and W. 

& Corn Merchants, Waltham Abbey, Essex. Sols. ne eee 1, 
Trinity-place, Charing-cross, 

Speakman, Jonn, & Jonn Hares, Builders, Farnham, new So 

shott, Hants (Speakman & Haines). Apri! 25. Trustees, S. Hedge, 
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Timber Merchant, Staines, Middlesex ; E. Mills, Timber er ag bee 55, 
King William-street, London; W. Pullinger, Grocer, Farnham. 
Howard, 66, Paternoster-row, London 

Strackwoop, Witty, Cordwainer, Grocer, & Dealer in Flour, Carbrooke, 
Norfolk. April 20. Sol, Feltham. 

Townend, Joun, Chemist, Pudsey, Yorkshire. April 138. 

A , Dewsbury, Yorkshire. Sol. Chadwick, Dewsbury. 

Tyson, Wituiam, Flour Desks, Liverpool. April 23. Trustees, J. Grant, 
Flour Dealer, Live: H. Williams, Merchant, Liverpool. Sol. Henry, 
3, Clayton-square, 


Trustee, G. 


verpool. 

Faipay, May 4, 1860. 

Batrour, Joun Lucas, Draper, Leeds. April 4. Trustees. J. Whiting, 
Draper, Leeds ; D. Hall, Joiner & Builder, Leeds. Sol. Ford, 70, Albion- 
street, 

Haunonn, Cnartes, Grocer & Baker, Maidstone, Kent. Trustee, J. Low- 
enthall, Provision "Merchant, 16, Little Tower-street, London, April 28. 

tone. 
Aldershott, Surrey. March 29. 


Sot. Josien, 16, Eari-street, 
Hanats, Ronear, Chemist & Druggist, 

Preston, 94, Smithfield-bars, West Seniesa, Middlesex. 
Sol. Bait, 13, Lawrence-lane, Cheapside, 


Lawrr, Francis, igre or Langtoft, London, “April ll. Trustees, M. 


Lawson, ridlington, York. Sol. Jarratt, Great Driffield, York. 
Lewis, Evan annua Printer, Coventry. April 7. Trustees, C. 
Wholesale Cannon-street, West, on; G. Fagg, 


Lond 
Sol. Hackwood, 7, Walbrook, 


MAxwELL, Wriiaiam, Contractor, Soy, Worcester, and of Banbury, 
Oxford. March 21. Trustees, W. Nicks, Timber Merchant, Gloucester ; 
G. Wood, Brickmaker, Oldbury, Worcester. Sol. Nicks, Gloucester. 


rgan, Stationer, 
Letter Founder, Chiswell-street, London. 


ot Joun, Grocer & Provision Dealer,’Brownlow-hill, Live: . March 
Trustees, W. Ringland, jun,, Merchant, Whitechapel, verpool ; J. 

Tea & Coffee Merchant, Dale-street, Liverpool. 
Trustees, 


——— Exiza, Jeweller, 37, Ludgatesstreet, London. April ll. 
W. King, Wholesale Jeweller, 18, Bridgewater-square, Barbican ; C. Bow- 

man, Wholesale Jeweller, 70, Wynyatt-street, Clerkenwell, Middlesex. 
Sols. Taylor & Woodward, 28, Great James-street, Bedford-row, 


X, 

eLuine, Evizasera, & Witt1aM Pexsrem Curtis, Drapers & Milliners, 
Rovnes Abbot, Devon. April 14. Trustees, L. Bearne, Accountant, 
Newton Abbot; J. A. Balsom, Builder, Torquay. Sols. D’Arcy & 
Beachey, Newton Abbot. 


Bankrupts. 


[The names were omitted from our list of Bankrupts for Tuesday, 
5 been inserted by mistake in the list of Meetings for 

Baca, Henry, Hosier, Sheffield. Com. West: June 2, & May 6, at 10; 
Sheffield. Off. Ass. Brewin. Sol. Unwin, Sheffield. Pet. April 7. 

Warre, ALeExanpen, Draper & Clothier, "Berwick- upon-Tweed. Com. 
Ellison: April 28, at 11.30, and June 8, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Off.Ass. Baker. Sols. Harle & Co., Newcastle-upon-Tyne, and South- 
ampton Buildings, Chancery-lane. et. April 14. 


Fray, April 27, 1860. 

Amse.1, Janz, Spinster, Grocer & Draper, North Ockenden, Essex. Com. 
Evans: May 10, at 11; and June 7,at 1; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. 
Johnson. is. Digby & Sharp, 1, Circus-place, Finsbury ; or Rawlings, 
Romford, Essex. Pet, April 19. 

Beasts, Rosert Srean, Merchant, 6, Great Winchester-street, London 
¢ Begbie & Co.), and at Rangoon, "East Indies (Begbie & Co.), and at 

. East Indies (Macrae, Begbie & Co.) Com. Fane: May 11, 
at 2; and June 8, at 1; Basinghall-street. Og. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
Crowder, Maynard, Son, & Lawford, 57, Coleman-street. Pet. April 25. 
RT, 


, W Boot & Shoe Maker, Liverpool. Com. Perry: May 10 & 
Bl, at 11; Linerpoal. Of. Ass. Turner. Sols. Minshull & Horner, 
Liyerpool. Pet. April 24. 


Brack, Wim11aM, Builder, Prospect-house, Charles-street, St. James’s- 
road, Holloway, Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque: May 4, at 12.30; and 
June 8, at 1; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Graham. Sol. Proudfoot, 
24, John-street, Bedford-row, London. Pet. April 25. 

Brime.ow, Joun, Ricuanp Daniets, & SamMveEL Dantecs, Silk Manufac- 

, Leigh, Lancashire. Com. Jemmett: May 10, and June 

7,at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. Sol, Welsh, 16, Cooper- 
street, Manchester. Pet. Aprii 23. 

ae = Jossry, China Manufacturer, Longton, Staffordshire (carrying on 

with Samuel Cope & Thomas Cooper, at Longton, China Manufac- 

= Com, Sanders: May 12, and June 7, at 11; Birmingham. 

Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Clarke, Longton; or smith, Birmingham. Pet. 


April 21. 
Eyre, Josuva, Silk Manufacturer, Chowbent, Leigh, Lancashire. May 
11, and June 7,at 12; Manchester. Of". Ass. Fraser. Sol. Hampson, 
Manchester. Pet. April 19. 
LamseErt, THomas, jun., Steam Thrasher, Stowupland, Stowmarket, Suf- 
Com. Fonbiangue : May 4, and June 8, at 12; Basinghall-street. 
', Aes. Graham. Sol. Maddock, 15, Serjeant’: s-inn, Fleet-street, Lon- 


Pet. April 24. 
Lorp, Jonn, Dyer, Shelf, Halifax (J. Lord & Co.) Com. West: May 10, 
Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. hy me Philbrick, 
& Foster, Halifax; Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. April 24 
Joseru, Newspaper Proprietor & Publisher, Liverpool. 
: May 6 & 30, at ll; Off. Ass. Cazenove. Sol, Pemberton, 
13, Cable-street, Liverpool. Pet. April 25. 
Joun THomas, Linen Draper, Northampton. Com. Evans: May 
11, at 1; and June 8, at 11; Basinghall-street. Og. Ass. Johnson. 
Sot. Fuller, Hatton-garden. Pet. April 26. 
Wenuam, James, Watch Maker & Jeweller, Swaffham, Norfolk. Com. 
Evans: May 10, at 1; and June 7, at 11; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. 
Bell. . Plimsaul, 7, South-square, Gray’ 's-inn; or Marcon, Swaff- 
ham, Norfolk. Pet, April 26. 


Torspay, May |, 1860, 

Baooxes, Taomas, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, Birmingham. Com, San- 
ders: May 12, and June 7, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. 
Sol. East, Birmingham. Pet. April 27. 

Cuaniner, James Eowarp, Drover & Cattle Salesman, Hill Croome, Wor- 


fi Fane 7, at 11; Birmingash Som: Santern: Mey 13, 


Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols, Badham 





& an Tewkesbury; or James & Knight, Birmingham. Pet 
April 

Ciecc, Ropert Dawson, & FREDERICK ANGERSTEIN, Dealers in Atmo- 
spheric Clocks, 44, Friday-street, Cheapside, and 73, Fleet-street, Lon- 
don. Com. Fonblanque : May 9, at 11.30; and June 13, at 12;. Basing- 
hall-street. Off. Ass, Stansfeld. Sol. Solomon, 22, Finsbury-place, 
London. Pet. April 27. 

Cooper, Witt1aM, Builder, Cheriton, Alresford, Southampton. Com. 
Holroyd: May 12, at 11.30; and June !2, at 2; "Basinghall-street. Of. 
Ass. Lee. Sols. Godwin, 4, Essex-court, Temple ; or Clark, Bishops 
Waltham, Hants. Pet, April 19. 

DoweEtt, James, Licensed Victualler, Dudley-street, Birmingham. Com. 
Sanders: May 12, and June 7,at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. 
Sol. Suckling, 11, Cherry-street, Birmingham. Pet. April 23, 

Foster, Ropert BLAKE, & Joun bing“) Commission ts, Liverpool 
(Foster, Fraser & Co.) Cons. Perry: May 15, and June 4, at 7 ; Liver- 
pool. Off. Ass. Bird. Sols. Neal Martin, Liverpool. Avril 26. 

Goose, WitL1aAM Prmar, Builder, Downham-market, Norfolk. * Com. Hol- 
royd: May 15, and June 12, at 1; Basing! hall-street. Og’. Ass. Edwards. 
Sols. Wilkin, King’s Lynn, Norfolk, 9 3, Furnival’s-inn, London; or 
Doyle, 2, Verulam-buildings, London. Pet. April 19. 

GosTLINc, Samvet, Butcher & Cattle Dealer, Castle Acre, Swaffham, 
Norfolk, Com. Holroyd: May 15, at2; and June 12, at 12; Basing- 
hall-street. Of. Ass. Edwards, Sol. Plimsaul, 7, South-square, Gray’s- 
inn, Pet, April 27 

Hayrwoon, Henry, alias Josern Harwoop, Ribbon Manufacturer, White- 
friars-lane, Coventry. Com. Sanders: May 16, and June ll, at ii; 
Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Martin, Thomas, & Holland, 
Mincing-lane, London; or James & Knight, Birmingham. Pet. April 21. 

LAFFERE, JOHN, Chemist & Druggist, Plymouth. om. Andrews: May 
14, and June 4, at 12.30; Atheneum, oe. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. 
Sols. Beer & Rundle, Devonport. Pet. April 

Lancey, Jonn, Linen Draper, Aelateacin Botonahtie, Com. Andrews : 
May 16, and June 13, at 12; Exeter. Of. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. Chapple, 
19, Great Carter-lane, City, London ; or Terrell, Exeter, Jet. April 24. 

Lararp, Henry Winiam, Jeweller & ‘Watchmaker, Hull. Com. Ayrton: 
May 23, and June 20, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull. Of’, Ass. Carrick. 
pet Bartlett & Son, “Birmingham ; ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds, Pet. 

pril 1 

Meruick, WILLIAM Hicerns, Innkeeper & Commission Agent, Halesowen, 
Worcestershire. Com. Sanders: May 14, and June 4, at 11; 
ham. Off Ass. Whitmore. Sols. James & Knight, Birmingham ; or 
Plunkett, West Bromwich. Pet. April 26. 

Smirn, W1LL1AM, Ship Owner, South Shields, Com. Ellison: May 9 
12; and June 8, at 11.30; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Of. Ass. Baker, Sols 
Hodge & rie, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; or Sudlow & Co., 38, Bedford- 
row, London. et. April 23. 

Spark, Epwin Henry, Jeweller, formerly of Cumming-street, Penton- 
ville, Middlesex, afterwards of 43, Newman-street, Oxford-street, and 
late of 13, Heathcote-street, Gray’s-inn-road. Com. Evans: May 10, 
at 11.30; and June 7, at 2; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Johnson. Sol. 
Fuller, Hatton-garden. Pet. April 25. 

Fripay, May 4, 1860. 

ABRAHAM, BENJAMIN, Jeweller, Fore-street, Taunton, Somerset. Com. 
Andrews: May 17, and June 13 aS 12; Exeter, Off. |Ass. Hirtzel. Sol: 
John Hull ‘Terrell, Exeter. Pet. May 2 

Beprorp, WittaM, Baker, 6, Middlesex-street, Whitechapel, Middlesex. 
Com. Goulburn: May 14, at 11.30, and June 18, at 12; Basinghali-street. 
Pa FF ermeend Sol. Taylor, 15, South-street, Finsbury-square. 

et. May 2. 

DuacGan, CuaRLes SHARPHOUSE, Wholesale Stationer, & Aecount Book 
Manufacturer, 16, Bridge House-place, Newington-causeway, Surrey. 
Com. Evans ; May 17, at 2, and June 14, at 1; Basinghall-street, Of’. 
3% P ee Sols. Lawrence, Plews, & Boyer, Old Jewry-chambers 

et. May 4. 
Hanson, Isaac, Innkeeper, Halifax, Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton: May 
21, at 12. 30, June 18, at 11; . Off. Ass, Hope. Sols. Mitchell, 
Halifax, or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. May 1. 

Harris, Wittiam, Hay & Cattle Dealer, Stoke Prior, Wocestershire. 
Com. Sanders: May 17,& June 14, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whit- 
more. Sols James & Kuight Birmingham ; or Minshull & Saunders, 
Bromsgrove. pet. April 30. 

Kurz, BENJAMIN, Manutacttitioh Jeweller, 43, Rathbone-place, Oxford- 
street, Middlesex. Com. Goulburn ; May 14, at 12.30; and June 18, at 
\ 3 ) Toaieghaleeareet, Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Brutton, 3, Lyons-inn, 
trand. 

Moore, Tomas, Grocer & Stonemasoa, Morland, Westmorland. Com. 
Ellison: May 10, at 11.30; & June 14, at 12; ’Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Og. Ass.Baker. Sols. Ho yle, wee) Grey-street, Newcasjle-upoa-Tyne, 
& Wilsone, Kendal. Pet. April 2 

OaksHott, Benjamin THoMAs, Licensed Brewer, Retailer of Beer, & Barge 
Owner, Portsea, Southampton. Com. Evans; May 17, at 11.30; & 
June 14, at 12: Basinghall-street, Of. Ass, Johnson. Sol, Low 65, 
Chancery-lane ; Pafford & Price, Portsea. Pet. April 24. 

STaney, JoserH, Draper, Walsall, Staffordshire. Com. Sanders: May 14 

\ Sols, Sale, 

ipman, or Hodgson & Allen, 

Birmingham. Pet. April 20. 


TRENTER, Henzy, Butcher, St. Matthew’s-street; Ipswich: Com. Fane : 
May 18, at 12; and June 15, at 11; Basinghall-street. Og. Ass. 
Cannan. Sols. Nichols & Clark, 9, Cook's-court, Lincoln’s-inn, Pet. 


April 27, 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, April 27, 1860 
CueeTuaM, CoarLEs Motrram, Linen & Woollen Draper, Worksop, Not- 
tinghamshire. April 21. 
TuespayY, May 1, 1860. 
Hewitt, Jouw, jun., Miller & Flour Seiler, Halvergate, Norfolk, April 27. 


Faipay, May 4, 1860" 
Lone, James, Spirit Merchant, Leeds. May 3. 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
Fripay, April 27, 1860. 


AbdsHEAD, JoserH, Wholesale Hosier, Merchant & Commission 
; Mancheste 


May 18, at 12; Manchester.—Ciark, Gzorce, er, 


r. 
Ashford, Kent. May 19, at Il. 30; Basinghall-street.—FatTaroL., 
Waurer, Linen. 10. Tronmonger-lane, 22, at 12; 


‘TER, Agent, London. May 
Basinghall-street.—Hazett, James, Soap & Candle Manufacturer, 
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reat Bas on ths Be BARE, Hosier & 
King's-road, Chelsea Mar ate A 12.30; Basing- 
& Hyea, Papier Maché Manufacturer & 


est, rave oer, & of Church-street, 
Levi, Draper, 
thshire. May 5 at " neste 


ates 
seat agen pr Carpenter & Bu at: hang 
Gone , at 11; Basinghall-street.— mules, Algae, 0 
Grocer, “street, Haymarket.’ May 18, at vat 19.90; 
—Smirad, Sapier, Carman Holywell- 
» Middlesex. x sn at 1.50; temanali-aten 
Summers, James, Wholesale Jeweller, 38, Middlesex 
ome Summers & Co.) hie 18, at 1; : -street.— Warr, 
May 19, ot 12, street. Ties Ye 
Toxspay, May 1, 1860. 


Cone, James Onmonn, Rigger & Stevedore, Montagu- place, Poplar, late of 
; Pomerat are. 


et: y 24, at a 
BNRY Feast, Expo Gia, 
late of & bie 


antes Mey 4th, 1860. 
Reseene, Geass Starch Manufacturer, Hatcham, ay May 25, at 
; Basinghall-street.—Jaconson, , ALEXANDER, Watches & 
hea 3t, Tys0e-street, Clerk et, Clerkenwell, on May at 1.30; 
RAVE, 
™ , and Manufacturing Chemist, Surlingham, Norfolk. May 25, at 
Basinghall-strect. 


CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Fray, May 4, 1860. 


eet § May 21, at 11; Birmingham.— 
. May 22, at 1b; Bristol. 
agg came of Materials for Wax Flowers & 
Dealer in Alabaster "heaies and Glass Shades, 106, New Bond-street, 
Rein River Sick or, 
—Wairte, Georcs MBERS. wer it Mer- 
Doalngton, Lincolishire. May 22, at 11.30; Nottingham.— 
Torspay, May 1, 1860. 
Cany Awronio, Merchant, M chester. May 23, at 12; ie 
thst Coss, Ironm 
Pfincolnibire’ ‘May 22, sk, 12; inst upon a 
—Hanrais, Joan, ore Littledeans-hill, Lea Bai 





June 4, at 11; uF otf King FRIDLinarox, § . Wana M SceY, 
bey ry sctore, Tower-buildings, ‘Liverpool 
(Leah Brothers). gm 22, at tle Wisveriedl. —MaTYson, SYLVESTER, 
50, Regent- 
at 1 
UNNS, 
Lar go May 24, at 
~ 
se ity ictainghe 
¢ that ; Birmingham 
} wa 
enger, Lincoln. ‘May 23, 





Farivar, May 4, 1860. 

TLLIAM MoncRIErr, Drsoes, lavecpest: May 25, at 11; Léyer- 
ere % irered, Whiteche a el in Hage and po to 
park, Upton, Essex. May 25, at 1.30; Basinghall- street.— NICHOLSON, 

satan Birr 


Coutts, JoHN aotine Davipson, Wright, Kilsyth. 

Seq. Ap 
M‘CaLLoM, Buncax, wriehs & a & 
SMtra, WittiaM Jouy, 


Waieat, Witt14m, Boot 


Bra Joun & ANTHONY, 
yess bay oh 


yl 
Mitar & P Pee. Dale 


Tank r, Wolverhampton. April 20, 3rd class.— Simon 
Wine Merchant & General Commission Agent, 24, Soathvetrdet a: 
ton, Middlesex, & 37 & 38, Mark-lane, London. April 20, 3rd classy 
TursDar, May 1, 1860. 

Back, Samvgt Jouns, Tailor & Draper, 
3rd class.—BEDELLs, JoHN GEARD, 
wood, Staffordshire. Aj 
Henry Licaton, Cut @ \* 
class.—BonD, Noag GEO 


April 3, 3rd_class.—Fistp, 


pry oo g » 
oly Cross, Bristol. A 26, PERRINS, ’ 
Tron Merchant, Dudley, Worcestershire. Apeil 90 Sa eines eee 
wes frame Bester & Mest Seller -street, ‘April 
& suspension of fifteen wor 
Jeweller, 29, Hatton-garden, Middlesex. April 20, 
@ suspension of three months.—Srory, Tuomas Lzs, 
Drveee, Tie Northamptonshire. April (25; ara class — 


King William aa 4th fers 
Fel aay " ag yg hoe js jrualler, Vio ian, asl 2a 
onshire. Ap st —Wauire, Isaac, Ironmonger, 
aaa vu ge Soe a. ‘April ‘8, Ist class.— ORMAN, 
Shoe Manufacturer, ! 26, Minories, and 16, Alfred- -street, 
Middlesex. April 26, and class. 
Teen, ier 4 1860. 
CALDWELL, WILLIAM > & 


, 3rd ian sw 
Diver, Gabkienite 
2nd after 
Tailor 
TILLEY, » Licensed Victualler, 


house, St, we 's-road, Horsemonger- -lane, gy oe | 
class.—UnpERwooD, Tuomas, jun., yronmeneet, NER 





ton. April 25, 3rd Watt, BENJAMIN BURLINGTON & Groneg 
Dawe, Builders, 123, -lane, London. April 27, 2nd 


Scotch Sequestrations. 


Farmar, April 27, a ee 
NDEMAN, ec. Be fm7 al » deceased. May 4, at 


5 t-street, Mary-le-bone, 
Middlesex, and 62, Sctemcvedt paiburgh. Say 3, %, at ims Dowells 


Insurance roa Smit) = & Sup 
Procurators” a St. bg ack recent ; Mong 


TUESDAY, 1, 1860. 
Baows, Farge, Wright, Aberiady, Teen Ho May 8 at 12; George 


Hotel, Haddington, 


Bu Re Ni prepaees Fecgsiotss Printer, & 4 
May @ a 12; Grow Hotel, George : Ow. 2 
Capes, Seay See Sea” es Stat Yh 





a, Maes ly ape 
Rooms, 18, George-street, urg’ gq. A 
May 3, at 12; Golden 


ay et May 4, at 12; Faculty 
chester, 
bello, near Edinburgh. May 9, at you's Rooms, 1, 18, 
Seq. April 27. 


George-street, gy ee 
Fo Reh eoet ino 18, George- 


Lion Hotel, Stirlir 


Hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow 


now deceased. an 4, at 2; Dowells & 
pong Edinburgh. ‘Seq. April 25. 

Famary, 

, Adv: 


¥, May 4, 
eects en LS 


May 9, at 2; 


Bova: hote, Aberdeen. Seg. Apr 8 ‘April 30. 
Il, at ns osprey  S Conen anieralie. Seq. pet Pad 
; 


Garena, pos, Meoufictare, Fy May 8, at 
we, Ja, ceo Se. May May 9, at 12; Faculty-hall, 
icheceen Howey JAMIESO 


oS Tens 6 Dealer, 
hi, West Kilbridge. May 12, at ate George- ea inate. her, 


ane, Ree, as a My and , ee 

May 12, at 127 Ki Dick's), Hamilon. "Seq, Ma 

May 12, at 12; King's Arms inn (DI, Seq, = 
Joun Dean, 27, Ovington- Leadon, and 

now ‘of 107, West Regent-street, Glasgow. y 8, at 12; Faculty 

Hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seg. May 1. 








, Coal & Slate Merch 
Rok, Joun, Merchant & Commis- 
Little Yarmouth, Suffolk. May 25, 


To be DELIVERED, unless AppEaL be duly entered. 
Fruipar, Aprit 27, 1860. 


» Notting and Atherstone; 
jen Atherstone "ale Dead 


& 

Paired 

oe Victualler, Old- 
pes April Apel io, pad eleeee class.—NaAsa, Ricuaxp, 





Epon REVERSIONARY INTEREST 


SOCIETY, 10, Lancaster-place, Strand. 


—Persons desirous of 
, Life and Lite Policies of Asour- 


tc, ey do so a tis Oe any extent and for the fl value, witht 


ee uncertainty of an Auction. 


ane Se 
may be obtained at the Office, and of Mr. Hardy, the 
hemes fn iety, London D 7, Royal Exchange. 


 § OL FON, ¥ soint Secretaries. 
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Esurts AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, 
18, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
Capital £1,000,000 in 10,000 Shares of £100 each. 
TRUSTEES 
The Right Hon. Lord Cranworth. 
The Right Hon. Lord Monteagle. 
The Right Hon. The Lord Chief Justice Erle. 
The Right Hon. The Lord Chief Baron. 
The age Hon. Sir John Taylor Coleridge. 
Nassau W. Senior, 
Charles Purton Cooper, Esq., .C., 1 LL.D., F.R.S. 
George Capron, Sq. 
DrrecTors. 
Chairman—Nassau W. Senior, Esq, 
Deputy-Chairman—George Lake Russell, Esq. 


Armstrong, J. E., Esq. Hughes, Sg Esq. 
Birch, Henry William, Esq. Kensit, T. G., Esq. - 
Broughton, Robert J. P., Esq. Koe, John Herbert, Esq., Q.C. 
Clabon, John M., Esq. Lucas, John, Esq. 

Cleasby, Anthony, Esq. Moore, Charles Henry, Esq. « 
Clowes, John Ellis, Esq. Moore, Edmund F., . 
Crawley, George A,, Esq. Potter, George W. K., Esq. 
Dimond, Charles J., Esq. : Rackham, W. B. S., Esq. 
Dwarris, Sir Fortunatus, F.R.S. Robins, George, Esq. 
Hawkins, gl William, Esq. Shadwell, Alfred H., Esq. 
Hilliard, Wm. E., Esq. Smith, Richard, Esq. 
Hollingsworth, N., Esq. 





AUDITORS. 
Boodle, John, Esq. Phillimore, Robert J., D.C.L.,Q.C. 
Edgell, Alexander, Esq. Templer, John Charles, Esq. 


SoLicrron.—George Rooper, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Mepicat Orricer.—W. 0. Markham, M.D., 33, Clarges-street. 
Actuary AND SecreTany.—Arthur H. Bailey, Esq. 


RepucTion oF PrEMIUM.—Parties effecting assurances within Six 
Months of their last Birthday are allowed a proportionate diminution in 
the Premium. 

Foreign Resmpence. — Persons whose lives are assured are allowed, 
without licence or extra charge, in time of peace, to proceed to and reside 
in any part of the World distant more than thirty-three degrees from the 
Equator; and-to reside within the prohibited degrees upon payment of an 
extra premium. 

Security To TatrpD Parties.—Policies do not become void by the lives 
assured going beyond the prescribed limits,—so far as regards the interest 
of Third Parties, provided they pay the additional Premium so soon as the 
fact comes to their knowledge. 

Free Poractes.—Upon payment of a small increased Prethium, “ Free 
Policies” will be granted; which, so far as regards any person having a 
bona fide interest in the life assured, are exempt from all hazard on account 
of residence in any part of the World. 

Bonvs.—Nine- tenths of the Profits are divided at the end of every five 
years among the assured. The additions made to Policies have ave! 
very nearly Two per Cent. per Annum, on the sums assured. Policies be- 
coming Claims between the periods of Division are entitled to a Bonus, in 
addition to that previously declared. 

SuiciwE.—Policies will not become void by suicide, except when com- 
mitted within thirteen months from the date of the assurance, and then 
only if no third parties have a bond fide interest therein. 

PusticaTion oF Accounts.—The Annual Reports and Accounts are 
printed periodically. Copies may be had, with Forms of Proposal and 
every requisite information, upon written or personal application to the 
office. 





ANADA LANDED CREDIT. COMPANY. — 
Chairman—LEWIS MOFFATT, Esq., Toronto, Canada, 


Bankers—Bank of British North America, in Canada; and England, 
Messrs. Glyn, Mills, & Co., London. 


The Company are prepared to receive LOANS on DEBENTURES, in 
sums of £50 and upwards, for periods of 5,7, and 10 years. The deben- 
tures are in sterling, and bear interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per an- 
num, principal and interest payable in London, The amount which each 
represents is secured by the subscribed capital, and by the guarantee of 
the y, and such amount is invested in mortgage on land in Canada 
West. e title deeds to which are deposited with the Company, and 
are a security for at least double the amount of the debentures issued, as 
certified by the return made half yearly to the Finance Minister of Canada, 
and published in the official Gazette. 


The report for the second half year, ending 31st December, :1859, has 
been received, and, Ne Mes em with Li geen | eee ay and tea of the Act 
incorporating thi pany, may rom the Company’s agents in 
London, Robert hem & Co. 


No. 62, Gresham-house, Old Broad-street, E.C. 





BROWN & POLSON’S 
PATENT CORN FLOUR, 


The Lancet States, 
“Tuts 1s SUPERIOR TO ANYTHING OF THE KIND KNOWN.” 


The most wholesome part of the best Indian Corn, prepared by a p7o- 
cess Patented for the Three Kingdoms and France, and wherever it a 
comes known obtains great favour for Puddings, Custards, Blancmange ; 
all the uses of the finest arrow root, and especially suited to the delicacy 
of Children and Invalids. 


BROWN & POLSON, 
Manufacturets to Her Majesty the Queen.—Pais'ey, Manchester, Dublin 
and I i e y: lanch ste: , » ’ 








beer ae ot HILL, SURREY.—Capital Family nennies with excellent 
Stabling, Pleasure, and Kitchen Garden, and Paddock. 


SSRS. WINSTANLEY are directed by the 
executors to offer for SALE by AUCTION, at the MART, — the 
Bank of England, on THURSDAY, the 17th of MAY, (unless an acceptable 
offer is previously made by private contract,) 
A 3 Se substantial and desirable detached FAMILY RESIDENCE, in 
most perfect order, and situate on that justly admired eminence, 
PION HILL, only half an hour’s drive from the City or West End. It is 
per pe by a onupene drive, and contains eleven principal and second- 
bed-chambers, three dressing-rooms, large nursery 


and other forcing-houses; the whole with the paddock comprises about 
7 acres, and is held by lease under Dulwich College, for an unexpired term 
of 31 years, at a ground-rent of £50 per annum. 

To be viewed by cards only, which with printed particulars, may be 
obtained of Messrs. WINSTANLEY, Paternoster-row (E.C.); particulars 
also of Mr. J. C. MEYMOTT, Solicitod, No. 5, yt nng *Blackfriars- 
bridge (S.) ; at the “ Fox,” Denmark-hill ; and at the place of sale. 


ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, CLARK, and LYE 
will SELL, at Garraway’s, on WEDNESDAY, MAY 30, at 12, in 
four lots, the following LEASEHOLD PROPERTIES :— 

Lot 1. No. 1, Great Coram-street, Brunswick-square, which has been for 
some years in the occupation of a first-class tenant, at £75 per annum, but 
which will be available for occupation at Michaelmas. Held for an unex- 
pired term of 39 years, at a ground-rent of £16, 





Lot 2. No. 6, Henrietta-street, Brunswick-square, let on lease at £55. 
Held for a gee of 40 years, at a ground-rent of £21. 

Lot 3. No. 56, Torrington-square, and No. |, Torrington-mews, produc- 
ing together £96 16s. per annum. Held for an ’ unexpired term of 63 years, 
at a ground-rent of £23 per annum. 

Lot 4. Extensive and well-built Premises and La omy in Sie 
ivardatroct Newgate-street, part in the occupation of 
Solly, warehousemen, and part in the occupation of Mr. Goddard, on lease. 
expiring in about eight years, at the yearly rental of £257 158.4 held of 
Christ’s Hospital for an unexpired term of 43 years, at a ground rent of 
£60 per annum. 

Particulars a be had of Messrs. BENHAM and TINDELL, solicitors, 
18, Essex-street, Strand; at GARRAWAY’S; and of Messrs. FARE- 
BROTHER, CLARK, and LYE, 6, Lancaster-place, Strand. 





LEASEHOLD SHOP PROPERTY, FOR INVESTMENT. 


R. W. THOMPSON will offer for Sale, at Garra- 
Le hg 's, on THURSDAY, MAY 17, at TWELVE, in separate Lots, 
TWO SHOPS, with dwelling- -houses attached, let to safe and respectable 
tenants, viz.:—6, Francis-street, Tottenham-court-road, held for a term 
which will expire in 1882, ata ground-rent of six guineas per annum, and 
let on Jease for a term of ' 7, 14, or 21 years, at an annual rent of £62; 10, 
Little Guildford-street, a comfortable house, with shop, held for an unex- 
pired term of 37 years, at a ground-rent of £10 10s. per annum, and let 
at an annual rent of £40. This property has lately been put into a 
thorough state of repair. 
Particulars may be had of Messrs. FLADGATE, YOUNG, & JACKSON, 

12, Essex-street. Strand; and of the Auctioneer, 4, King’ 's-road, Bedford- 
row. 





Nos. 21 and 22, Alfred- ome te —Desirable Leasehold 
HOMPS( tment or Occupation. 
R. W. TH PSON “will offer for Sale by Auction, 
at Garraway’s, on Ayre ly MAY 17, at TWELVE, Two desi- 
rable private RESIDENCES, being Nos. 21 and 22, Alfred-place, Bedford- 
square ; let respectively to Mr. Johnson and Mrs, Powell, two respectable 
and very old tenants. at rents of £52 10s. and £50 per annum, and held 
for an unexpired term of 32 years, at ground-rents of £7 7s. each per 
annum. 
Particulars may be had of Messrs, FLADGATE, YOUNG, & LG gw rm 
12, Essex-street, Strand ; and of the Auctioneer, 4, King’s-road, Bedford- 
Nos. 6 and 26, Woburn-place, Ri 


row. 
juare.—Leasehold x 
R. W. THOMPSON N will offer for SALE. at 
Garraway’s, on AB po een MAY 17, at 12, No. 6, a the 
DWELLING-HOUSE, with stabling attached, held for an term 
of 37 years, at a ground-rent of £60 per annum, and let on lease for = bi 
or 21 years from 1853, at £100 a-year rent; the stable is 
at £15 a-year. No. 26, held for about 37 years, at a ground-rent of ‘600 
per annum, and let on agreement for three years, at an annual rent of 
£85. io tanlg dy cr Be gt emg nee pg repair. 
Particulars may be had of Messrs. FLADGATE, YOUNG, & JACK- 
oem. Essex-street, Strand ; and of the Auctioneer, 4, King’s-road, 
-Trow. 








IMPORTANT NOTICE. 
GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH 
is the only Starch used in 

HER MAJESTY’S LAUNDRY, 


and as some unprincipled parties are now making and offering for Sale avy 
Imitation of the 


GLENFIELD STARCH, 


Sa beniey sentien all our Customers to be careful; when. purchasing, to 
see that the word GLENFIELD is on each Packet, to copy which is felony. 


WOTHERSPOON & CO., GLascow anp Loxpon, 
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We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

*,* Any error or delay occurring in the transmission of this 
Journal should be immediately commynicated to the Publisher. 

Errata.— Recent Decisions, Common Law,” May 5th, 1860. 
Page 519, line 1 from head of column, for “ obstente,” read 
“obstante;” line 14 from bottom, for “ involve,” read “ re- 
solve;” line 3 from bottom, for “ indorsement,” read “ induce- 
ment.” 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 
—_—>——_ 
LONDON, MAY 12, 1860. 











CURRENT TOPICS. 

A short time ago we drew attention to the proposition 
embodied in the eighth resolution of the Budget. It 
was to the effect that the exemption from stamp duties 
on conveyances to and from benefit building societies 
should be repealed. We are glad to hear that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has consented to withdraw 
this part of his Budget. 





In the House of Commons list of Notices of Motion 
for last Thursday, was to be observed a notice by the 
Attorney-General, of his intention to move for leave to 
introduce his Land Transfer Bill. It is hardly neces- 
sary, however, to say that the speech so long looked 
for has not x been made, and we believe that there is 
now but little probability of the Bill being laid before 
Parliament this session. 





The Bankruptcy and Insolvency Bill as amended in 
committee has been printed. Some of the —— 
alterations are as follows:~It is now pro that 
there shall be one Commissioner for the London district, 
throughout which the Chief Judge and the Commis- 
sioner for the district shall have primary jurisdiction. 
Where a County Court Judge shall be vested with the 
jurisdiction, and discharge the duties, of the present dis- 
trict commissioners, he is to receive in addition to his 
salary as County Court J £300 a-year, payable out 
of the Chief Registrars’ fund. There is a new clause for 
conferring upon county court registrars power to act 
for the judges in certain cases, in hearing and determin- 
ing actions where the amount of debt or da does 
not exceed 40s.; but such order is to be subject to an 
appeal to the Judge of the Court. By the 4lst section 
as amended all cases of bankruptcy arising within the 
London district, in which the assets are estimated to ex- 
ceed £300, are to be prosecuted in the Chief Court ; but 
where a case involves a smaller amount of assets the 
Chief Judge may transfer it to the London District 
Commissioner. Tn a country district, in a case where the 
assets are of a larger amount, it is to come before the Dis- 
trict Commissioner ; but where the assets amount to less 
than £300, the case is to be heard in the county court. 
The official assignee is to take possession of a bank- 
rupt’s estate, and is to be allowed for the wages of per- 
sons employed by him for the purpose of obtaining and 
retaining possession. inghall-street—contrary to the 
original scheme of the Bill—is to remain the site of 
the chief court, and also of the London district court, 
which will, no doubt, be considered a concession by Mr. 
Lawrance and others who contend that the convenience 
of the mercantile communit uires that the court 
should not be removed from the City to Portugal-street. 
The proceedings in any bankruptcy may be removed 
into a County Court on the resolution of a rp ore of 
creditors, without reference to the amount of liabilities 


or assets (instead of the jurisdiction of the Court, or the 
action of creditors being 
Peeding £1,000). 


limited to estates not ex- 
The clauses relating to acts of 


o, 176. 





bankruptcy for non-payment of bills of exchange and 
promissory notes are struck out. The clauses as to 
seizure and sale under an execution the sheriff 
being an act of bankruptcy are amended by com- 
pelling the sheriff in eases to sell the gocds 
by public auction, and to advertise such sale three 
days before it takes place. The execution creditor is to 
be paid the amount due to him at the expiration of 
seven days from sale, unless the sheriff has notice of a 
petition for adjudication ; but if a petition shall be pre- 
sented within sixty days after such sale the assignees 
may recover back the amount from the execution credi- 
tor; 4 ee ee 
bankruptcy. Clauses have been added to enable the 
Court to issue a summons returnable in four days, 
calling upon a debtor to show cause why he should not be 
adjudged bankrupt upon the creditor filing an affidavit 
deposing to the following facts :—That a debt sufficient 
to support a petition for adjudication is due, that he 
has demanded payment, and that he verily believes his 
debtor is in insolvent circumstances, and setting forth 
his reasons for entertaining that belief. On the hearing 
of the summons, if the Court shall be satisfied that the 
debtor is insolvent, it shall adjudge him bankrupt. It 
after the issuing of the summons, and before the debtor 
shall have satisfied the Court of his solvency, he shall 
pay the creditor any money on account of such debt, 
and the debtor s be adjudged bankrupt w 
his own petition, or on the application of any other 
creditor, within sizty days after the issuing of the 
summons, the assignees shall recover back money 
so paid. The Uourt is to have full power to award 
costs to either party on the hearing of the summons. 
Creditors’ assignees are not to be paid remuneration, 
but shall be selected from the body of creditors, and 
allowed to appoint a r (not being an official 
assignee or solicitor), to wind up the estate under their 
direction and responsibility, and such manager is to be 
paid out of the assets realized. The prayers | pay- 
able upon petitions for adjudication in the chief court 
or county district court is to be £5, half of which sum is 
to be returned if the assets do not exceed £300. 
Petitions in the London District Court or a County Court 
are to have a stamp of £1. (In the Bill bese em 

titions for adjudication were to pay a £10 stamp 4 
half of which was to be returned where the assets did 
not exceed £300.) 





On Thursday last the Law Association (established for 
the benefit of widows of professional men) held its forty- 
third annnal meeting at the hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society, Mr. Desborough in the chair. The report pointed 
out the death of widow of a late member who for thirty- 
four years had been in the receipt of pecuniary relief from 
the association toa very large amount. D the year 
£955 had been distributed among the claimants of the pri- 
mary class. Thesum of £100 had been distributed among 
the widows of non-members. The directors recommen- 
ded that a similar sum for the same p should be 
distributed during the ensuing year. e funded stock 
amounted to £22,469, yielding dividends of £674. The 
annual subscriptions amounted to £606. The report 
having been agreed to, Lord Lyndhurst was unanimously 
re-elected president of the association. The proceedings 
closed with a vote of thanks to the chairman. 





The Bill now before Parliament for Amending the 
Laws Relating to Attorneys, as it originally stood, pro- 
posed to repeal so much of the 5 Geo. II. c. 18, as dis- 
qualifies an attorney for acting as a justice of the peace; 
with a proviso that he should not act, directly or in- 
directly, in any criminal proceedings in the county, or 
in any business before the justices of the county. Our 
readers, however, are aware from the report of the 
debate upon the Bill in the House of Commons, which 
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5 dabei AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, 


18, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
Capital £1,000,000 in 10,000 Shares of £100 each. 
TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. Lord Cranworth. 
The Right Hon. Lord Monteagle. 
The Right Hon. The Lord Chief Justice Erle. 
The Right Hon. The Lord Chief Baron. 
The Right Hon. had John Taylor Coleridge. 


a Coo} ween On ei. D., F.R.S. 
Charles Purton Cooper, ij 
George Ba o> 
DrrecTors. 
Chairman—Nassau W. Senior, Esq, 
Deputy-Chairman—George Lake Russell, Esq. 
Armstrong, J. E., Esq. 
Birch, Henry William, Esq. 
Broughton, Robert J. P., Esq. 
Clabon, John M., Esq. 


Kensit, T. G., Esq. - 
Koe, John Herbert, Esq., Q.C. 
Lucas, John, Esq. 


Cleasby, Anthony, Esq. Moore, Charles Henry, Esq. - 
Clowes, Join _ Esq. Moore, Edmund F., Esq. 
Cra Geo +» Esq. Potter, George W. K., Esq. 


wiey, George A 
Dimond, Charles Os Esq. 
Dwarris, Sir Fortunatus, F.R.S. 
Hawkins, ee een” , Esq. 


Hilliard, Esq. 
Hollingsworth, N., Esq. 


Boodle, John, Esq. Phillimore, Robert J., D.C.L.,Q.C. 
Edgell, Alexander, Esq. Templer, John Charles, Esq. 


Soxicrron.—George Rooper, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Mepicat Orricer.—W. 0. Markham, M.D., 33, Clarges-street. 
AcTUARY AND SEcRETARY.—Arthur H. Bailey, Esq. 


REDUCTION OF PrEMIuM.—Parties effecting assurances within Six 
Months of their last Birthday are allowed a proportionate diminution in 
the Premium. 

Foreien RESIDENCE. — Persons whose lives are assured are allowed, 
without licence or extra charge, in time of peace, to proceed to and reside 
in any part of the World distant more than thirty-three degrees from the 
Equator ; and-to reside within the prohibited degrees upon payment of an 
extra premium. 

Security To TatrpD ParTizs.—Policies do not become void by the lives 
assured going beyond the prescribed limits,—so far as regards the interest 
of Third Parties, provided they pay the additional Premium so soon as the 
fact comes to their knowledge. 

Free Porictes.—Upon payment of a small increased Prethium, “ Free 
Policies ” will be granted ; which, so far as regards any person having a 
bona fide interest in the life assured, are exempt from all hazard on account 
of residence in any part of the World. 

Bonvs,—Nine-tenths of the Profits are divided at the end of every five 
years among the assured. The additions made to Policies have averaged 
very nearly Zwo per Cent. per Annum, on the sums assured. Policies be- 
coming Claims between the periods of Division are entitled to a Bonus, in 
addition to that previonsly declared. 

SuiciwwE.—Policies will not become void by suicide, except when com- 
mitted within thirteen months from the date of the assurance, and then 
only if no third have a bona fide interest therein. 

PusiicaTion oF AccounTs.—The Annual Reports and Accounts are 
printed periodically. Copies may be had, with Forms of Proposal and 
bata requisite information, upon written or personal application to the 
office 





Smith, Richard, Esq. 


AUDITORS. 





ANADA LANDED CREDIT COMPANY. — 
Chairman—LEWIS MOFFATT, Esq., Toronto, Canada. 


Bankers—Bank of British North America, in Canada; and England, 
Messrs. Glyn, Mills, & Co., London. 


The Company are prepared to receive LOANS on DEBENTURES, in 
sums of £50 and upwards, for periods of 5,7, and 10 years. The deben- 
tures are in sterling, and bear interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per an- 
num, principal and interest payable in London. The amount which each 
represents is secured by the subscribed capital, and by the guarantee of 
the Mes oy and such amount is invested in mortgage on land in Canada 


West. ¢ title deeds to which are deposited with the Company, and 
area pin A piy: for at least double the amount of the debentures issued, as 
led by the return made half yearly to the Finance Minister of Canada, 


pe pub in the official Gazette. 


The report for the second half year, ending 3lst December, 1859, has 
been received, —- , together with og] poteresiuy coat ae of the 4 
incorporating the Company, may be hi rom the jpany’s agents in 
London, Robert Benson & Co. 


No. 62, Gresham-house, Old Broad-street, E.C. 





BROWN & POLSON’S 
PATENT CORN FLOUR, 


The Lancet States, 
“Tats 1s SUPERIOR TO ANYTHING OF THE KIND KNOWN.” 
The most wholesome part of the best Indian Corn, prepared by a p7o- 
cess Patented for the Three Kingdoms and France, and wherever it be- 
comes known obtains great favour for Puddings, Custards, Blancmange ; 


all the uses of the finest arrow root, and especially suited to the delicacy 
of Children and Invalids. 


BROWN & POLSON, 
Manufacturers to Her Majesty bmg 7 llamas Manchester, Dublin, 





CHAMPION HILL, SURREY.—Capital Family Residence, with excellent 
Stabling, Pleasure, and Kitchen Garden, and Paddock. 


SSRS. WINSTANLEY are directed by the 

executors to offer for SALE by AUCTION, at the MART, near the 
Bank of England, on THURSDAY, the 17th of MAY, (unless an acceptable 
offer is previously made by private contract,) 

A very substantial and desirable detached FAMILY RESIDENCE, in 
most perfect order, and situate on that justly admired eminence, CHAM- 
PION HILL, only half an hour’s drive from the City or West End. It is 
ee bya oe drive, and contains eleven principal and second- 

-chambers, three dressing-rooms, large nursery and schoolroom, 

Retin paved entrance-hall, y noe to a dining-room, 32 feet by 18, 

library or music-room, drawing-room, or saloon, 45 feet by 18, 

all communicating with each other, , and forming a grand suite of reception 

pp enamel » gentleman’s-room, billiard-room, store-room, and 

ts’ offices, om conveniently and abundantly 

supplied with pina stabling for nine horses, and for three 

lofts, and men’s rooms over, &c. The pleasure-grounds are 

disposed with considerable taste, and the nares contain a vinery 

and other forcing-houses; the whole with the paddock comprises about 

7 acres, and is held by lease under Dulwich College, for an unexpired term 
of 31 years, at a ground-rent of £50 per annum. 

To be viewed by cards only which with printed particulars, may be 
obtained of Messrs. WINSTANLEY, Paternoster-row (E.C.); particulars 
also of Mr. J. C. MEYMOTT, Solicita® No. 5, Albion-place, Blackfriars- 
bridge (S.) ; at the “ Fox,” Denmark-hill ; and at the place of sale. 


ESSRS. FAREBROTHER, CLARK, and LYE 
will SELL, at Garraway’s, on WEDNESDAY, MAY 30, at 12, in 
four lots, the following LEASEHOLD PROPERTIES :— 

Lot 1. No. 1, Great Coram-street, Brunswick-square, which has been for 
some years in the occupation of a first-class tenant, at £75 per annum, but 
which will be available for occupation at Michaelmas. Held for an unex- 
pired term of 39 , at a ground-rent of £16. 





Lot 2. No. 6 enrietta-street, tae ag ar let on lease at £55. 
Held for a term of 40 years, at a ground-rent of £21 

Lot 3. No. 56, Torrington-square, and No, 1, ‘Torrington-mews, produc- 
ing together £96 16s. per annum. Held for an ’ unexpired term of 63 years, 
at a ground-rent of £23 per annum. 

Lot 4. Extensive and well-built Premises and ar eg in Ki 
Edward-street, Newgate-street, part in the occupation of Messrs. Allen ‘Allen and 
Solly, warehousemen, and part in the occupation of Mr. Goddard, on lease, 
expiring in about eight years, at the yearly rental of £257 15s., held of 
Christ’s Hospital for an unexpired term of 43 years, at a ground rent of 
£60 per annum. - 

Particulars may be had of Messrs. BENHAM and TINDELL, solicitors, 
18, Essex-street, Strand; at GARRAWAY’S; and of Messrs. FARE- 
BROTHER, CLARK, and LYE, 6, Lancaster-place, Strand. 





LEASEHOLD SHOP PROPERTY, FOR INVESTMENT. 


ME:! W. THOMPSON will offer for Sale, at Garra- 
Ore on THURSDAY, MAY 17, at TWELVE, in separate Lots, 

TWO SHO. aa dwelling-houses attached, let to safe and respectable 
tenants, viz. » street, Tottenham-court-road, held for a term 
which will rare in 1882, at a ground-rent of six guineas per annum, and 
let on lease for a term of ", 14, or 21 years, at an annual rent of £62; 10, 
Little Guildford-street, a comfortable house, with shop, held for an unex~- 
pired term of 37 years, at a ground-rent of £10 10s. per annum, and let 
at an annual rent of £40. This property has lately been put into a 
thorough state of repair. 

Particulars may be had of Messrs. FLADGATE, YOUNG, & JACKSON, 
12, Essex-street. Strand; and of the Auctioneer, 4, King’s-road, Bedford- 
row. 








Nos. 21 and 22, om Bedford-square.—Desirable Leasehold 

HOMPSC r Investment or Occupation. 

=: Ww. TH SON will offer for | Sale by Auction, 

Garraway’s, on THURSDAY, MAY 17, at TWELVE, Two desi- 

rable sates RESIDENCES, being Nos. 21 and 22, Alfred- -place, Bedford- 

square ; let respectively to Mr. Johnson and Mrs, Powell, two respectable 

and very old tenants. at rents of £52 10s. and £50 per annum, and held 

for an unexpired term of 32 years, at ground-rents of a7 7s. each per 
annum. 

Particulars may be had of Messrs. FLADGATE, YOUNG, & & socnee™. 
12, Essex-street, Strand; and of the Auctioneer, 4, King’s-road , Bedford- 
row. 





Nos. 6 and 26, Woburn-place, R 
R. W. THOMPSON. 1 wil offer fo so SALI ’ at 
Garraway’s, on THURSDAY, MAY 17, at 12, No. 6, & capital 
DWELLING-HOUSE, with stabling attached, held for an term 
of 37 years, at a ground-rent of £60 per annum, and let on lease for 7, 14, 
or 21 years from Christmas, 1853, at £100 a-year rent; the stable is let 
at £15 a-year. No. 26, held for about 37 years, at a ground- -rent of £50 
per annum, and let on agreement for three years, bed an — ea 
£85. paises te thot me ee a 
Particulars may be had of Messrs. y YOUNG. © J & JACK. 
SON, 12, Essex-street, Strand ; and ae the Auctioneer, 4, King’s-road. 
Bedford-row. 





IMPORTANT NOTICE. 
GLENFIELD PATENT STARCH 
is the only Starch used in 

HER MAJESTY’S LAUNDRY, 


and as some unprincipled parties are now making am offering for Sale avy 
Imitation of the 


GLENFIELD STARCH, 


we hereby caution all our Customers to be careful, when. purchasing, to 
see that the word GLENFIELD is on each Packet, to copy which is felony. 





WOTHERSPOON & CO., GLascow anp Loxpon. 
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We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

*.* Any error or delay occurring in the transmission of this 
Journal should be immediately communicated to the Publisher. 


Errata.—* Recent Decisions, Common Law,” May 5th, 1860. 
Page 519, line 1 from head of column, for “ obstente,” read 
“obstante;” line 14 from bottom, for “ involve,” read “ re- 
solve;” line 3 from bottom, for “ indorsement,” read “ induce- 
ment.” 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 

A short time ago we drew attention to the proposition 
embodied in the eighth resolution of the Budget. It 
was to the effect that the exemption from stamp duties 
on conveyances to and from benefit building societies 
should be repealed. We are glad to hear that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has consented to withdraw 
this part of his Budget. 


In the House of Commons list of Notices of Motion 
for last Thursday, was to be observed a notice by the 
Attorney-General, of his intention to move for leave to 
introduce his Land Transfer Bill. It is hardly neces- 
sary, however, to say that the speech so long looked 
for has not yet been made, and we believe that there is 
now but little probability of the Bill being laid before 
Parliament this session. 


The Bankruptcy and Insolvency Bill as amended in 
committee has been —— Some of the — 
t 


alterations are as follows:~—It is now proposed t. 

there shall be one Commissioner for the London district, 
throughout which the Chief Judge and the Commis- 
sioner for the district shall have primary jurisdiction. 
Where a County Court Judge shall be vested with the 
jurisdiction, and discharge the duties, of the present dis- 
trict commissioners, he is to receive in addition to his 
salary as County Court J udge £300 a-year, payable out 
of the Chief Registrars’ fund. There is a new clause for 
conferring upon county court ——— power to act 
for the judges in certain cases, in hearing and determin- 
ing actions where the amount of debt or damages does 
not exceed 40s.; but such order is to be subject to an 
appeal to the Judge of the Court. By the 41st section 
as amended all cases of bankruptcy arising within the 
London district, in which the assets are estimated to ex- 
ceed £300, are to be prosecuted in the Chief Court ; but 
where a case involves a smaller amount of assets the 
Chief Judge may transfer it to the London District 
Commissioner. Th a country district, in a case where the 
assets are of a larger amount, it is to come before the Dis- 
trict Commissioner ; but where the assets amount to less 
than £300, the case is to be heard in the county court. 
The official assignee is to take possession of a bank- 
rupt’s estate, and is to be allowed for the wages of per- 
sons employed by him for the purpose of obtaining and 
retaining possession. Basinghall-street—contrary to the 
original scheme of the Bill—is to remain the site of 
the chief court, and also of the London district court, 
which will, no doubt, be considered a concession by Mr. 
Lawrance and others who contend that the convenience 
of the mercantile or requires that the court 
should not be removed from the City to Portugal-street. 
The proceedings in any bankruptcy may be removed 
into a County Court on the resolution of a majority of 
creditors, without reference to the amount of Viabilities 
or assets (instead of the jurisdiction of the Court, or the 
action of creditors being limited to estates not ex- 
a © £1,000). The clauses relating to acts of 


o, 176. 





bankruptcy for non-payment of bills of exchange and 
promissory notes are struck out. The clauses as to 
seizure and sale under an execution by the sheriff 
being an act of bankruptcy are amended by com- 
— the sheriff in all cases to sell the goods 

y public auction, and to advertise such sale three 
days before it takes place. The execution creditor is to 
be paid the amount due to him at the expiration of 
seven days from sale, unless the sheriff has notice of a 
petition for adjudication ; but if a petition shall be pre- 
sented within sixty days after pod sale the assi 
may recover back the amount from the execution credi- 
tor; after sixty days the sale is not to be an act of 
bankruptcy. Clauses have been added to enable the 
Court to issue a summons returnable in four days, 
calling upon a debtor to show cause why he should not be 
adjudged bankrupt upon the creditor filing an affidavit 
deposing to the following facts :—That a debt sufficient 
to support a petition for adjudication is due, that he 
has demanded payment, and that he verily believes his 
debtor is in insolvent circumstances, and setting forth 
his reasons for entertaining that belief. On the hearing 
of the summons, if the Court shall be satisfied that the 
debtor is insolvent, it shall adjudge him bankrupt. It 
after the issuing of the summons, and before the debtor 
shall have satisfied the Court of his solvency, he shall 
pay the creditor any money on account of such debt, 
and the debtor shall be adjudged bankrupt u 
his own petition, or on the application of any other 
creditor, within sizty days after the issuing of the 
summons, the assignees shall recover back all money 
so paid. The Court is to have full power to award 
costs to either party on the hearing of the summons. 
Creditors’ assignees are not to be paid remuneration, 
but shall be selected from the body of creditors, and 
allowed to appoint a manager (not being an official 
assignee or solicitor), to wind up the estate under their 
direction and responsibility, and such m is to be 
paid out of the assets realized. The stamp-duty pay- 
able upon petitions for adjudication in the chief court 
or county district court is to be £5, half of which sum is 
to be returned if the assets do not exceed £300. 
Petitions in the London District Court or a County Court 
are to have a stamp of £1. (In the Bill origi all 

titions for adjudication were to pay a £10 stamp duty, 
half of which was to be returned where the assets did 
not exceed £300.) 


On Thursday last the Law Association (established for 
the benefit of widows of professional men) held its forty- 
third annual meeting at the hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society, Mr. Desborough in the chair. The report pointed 
out the death ofa widow of a late member who for thirty- 
four years had been in the receipt of iary relief from 
the association toa very large amount. D the year 
£955 had been distributed among the claimants of the pri- 
mary class. Thesum of £100 had been distributed among 
the widows of non-members. The directors recommen- 
ded that a similar sum for the same p should be 
distributed during the ensuing year. The funded stock 
amounted to £22,469, yielding dividends of £674. The 
annual subscriptions amounted to £606. The report 
having been agreed to, Lord Lyndhurst was unanimously 
re-elected president of the association. The proceedings 
closed with a vote of thanks to the chairman. 


The Bill now before Parliament for Amending the 
Laws Relating to Attorneys, as it originally stood, pro- 
posed to repeal so much of the 5 Geo. II. c. 18, as dis- 
qualifies an attorney for acting as a justice of the peace; 
with a proviso that he should not act, directly or in- 
directly, in any criminal proceedings in the county, or 
in any business before the justices of the county. Our 
readers, however, are aware the report of the 
debate upon the Bill in the House of Commons, which 
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is contained in ‘our number ‘of last week, that the clause 
proposing this reasonable,enactment was ‘struck out of 
the Bill. From the great length of she discussion _— 
that occasion, we were unable to give ‘the whole of it. 
However, Mr. Locke's speech against the clause, tnd 
Mr. Bovill’s in favour of ‘it, may be taken as a fair sam- 
ple of the debate); and. little remains for us to aid to 
what we-have already said upon the-subject. Mr. Col- 
lier fairly stated ‘the question to be, whether attorneys 
should beabsolutely excluded from the bench, or whether 
Salant en _ 
i m. Most unprejudiced persons will agree with hi 
pang ing that ate are aon cases in whichit would 
be very advisable to appoint attorneys as magistrates, 
whether on aecount-of eminence in their profession, or 
of their aequaintance with the law. The Solicitor- 
General suggested that the exclusion proceeded upon no 
ground of supposed a but, because, if 
attorneys -were magistrates, it w -oecur 
from time ‘to ‘time that some of their clients _ t be 
arraigned before a bench, of which their ieee 
jonal advisers were members. Everybody knows, 
28 a rule, —— magistrates are generally 
rsons eligaged in « or business in the | 

which they leave the commission ‘of the peace; and 
that they are necessarily brought into frequent con- 
tact.in business affairs with the class of persons who ere 
usually brought before the borough bench. Yet the 
Legislature has never been very sensitive upon the 
subject of this anomaly; and one Executive after another 
has shewn no little alacrity in increasing the number of 
such magistrates. If the reason alleged for the exclusion 
of attorneys from the commission of the peace was that 
which really influences the minds of our ee the 
difficulty might be very soon got rid of by such-a provision 
as'we have seen was contained in the Bill as it originally 
steed, namely, that an attorney-magistrate should be 
prevented from acting magisterially within a -eertain 
area in which he practised. It is obvious, however, that 
the professed objection to conferring the commission upon 
attorneys is not the real one. Mr. Ayrton su \ 
that an attorney ought never to be a magistrate in any 
district—however removed from his plate of business— 
because, forsooth, ‘his ‘business is in effect essentially 

and wherever he goes he carries it with him.” 

. Malins pointed out that, under the Municipal Cor- 
poration Act, attorneys were appointed justices of the 
peace for boroughs, and that they were also eligible for the 
positionof mayor. He further insisted that in some parts 
of the country, it was difficult to fill the bench suitably un- 
less by the appointment of clergymen, to whose appoint- 
ment there were much graver objections than to that 
of attorneys. Mr. Malins also alluded ‘to the fact that 
the clause did no‘more than give power and discretion 
to the Lord Chancellor, such as might be safely left in 
his hands. The clause, however, is for the present 
lost; ‘but what it proposes is so reasotable, and there 
is ‘80 little that is not plainly absurd that can be said 
against it, that it must become law before many years 
pass over our heads. 

- a ae poe 
THE LEGAL RIGHTS AND OBLIGATIONS OF 
VOLUNTEERS. 

‘At the present time, when ‘there exists in the country 
a military spirit of which our continental neighbours be- 
lieved us incapable, it may be of interest to our readers 
that we should say a word upon the legal status of the 
volunteer of 1860, and contrast his position with that of 
the volunteer of 1804. 

We feel regret in the discovery that their relative 
positions are so dissimilar. In 1804 certain legal rights 
were enjoyed by every volunteer, which, in our day, 
orrem to be forgotten; the volunteer now commences 

career by = ae 2 Sen Saat 
precedent or ority, which imposes unexpected 
Sesponsibilities on him. We believe, with Pitt, that 





‘attention to the military affairs of a nation begets a 
military spirit ;” and this military spirit should now -be 
sustained by a due regard to the privileges and rights 
of volunteers. The constitution of this body differs 
from that of every other force existing in any of the 
great neighbouring nations, ‘inasmuch as it is ‘edtm- 
of ‘men whose #ervice ‘and duration of ‘sérvice 
in ‘the strictest sénse voluntary. In ‘Prussia, Which 
in Moderation of governmerit ‘esetiibles our OWn 
country, the landwehr is composed of two ‘bans. 
The ‘first ‘ban ‘comprises all men between ‘the 
of twenty and thirty-two years, and who do mot 
form of the lar standing army. It may be 
looked upon as an efficient force of reserve. The second 
ban comprises men from thirty-two to forty years, and 
is also an efficient force of reserve, though secondary to 
the former. The landsturm, or levy:en masse, such as 
was resolved upon, but rendered unne by the 
zeal and numbers of our volunteers, in 1803, is a force 
never called into existence, save in an extreme case, 
such ‘as ‘an invasion of the country. It should be noted 
that the officers of the landwehr are balloted for, and 
elécted by the ‘mien, fact particularly commended to 
the attention of those who at ‘the somewhat analogous 
but modified form of election of officers in our own 
corps, entertain the feeling that this eminently popular 


roceeding might prove itself injudicious, as they 
pean Seanad E to be without peace In an 
am olunteers’ Bill we look forward with con- 


fidence to the insertion of a se that will give 
islative sanction to a system so much in nqpeiseee 
with the constitution of a volunteer force. 1804, 


England was placed in a position of great peril ; at 
war with a erful neighbour ‘and her allies, 9 stood 
unaided and alone. ‘Threatened daily with invasion, 


the spirit of the British people rose in proportion to the 
by which ‘they were surrountled; in every 
breast ‘was kindled ‘ ‘patriotic ‘flame, whose ‘flashes were 
reflected in ‘half million bayonets of his Majesty’s 
Vohmiteers. The ‘bold front presented by that body 
led to the breaking up of the great ‘camp at Boulogne, 
and the abandonment ‘of his projected scheme ‘df con- 
quest by Napoleon. Parliament voted two millions of 
money for arms, ‘accoutrements, ‘and the mainteriance 0 
this force ‘in 1804. In 1859, £69,000 is voted forthe same 
At ‘the forier period no ‘question was ‘ever 
raised as to'the rank of ‘the volunteer officer, his ‘position 
was clearly defined ‘by law, and not/assailable asnow bya 
Lord Chaniberlain's ukase, such as is issued to deprive 
the volunteer, when ‘in the presence of his sovereign, 
of that rank to which the law and his loyalty entitle 
him. “All officers in ‘corps of yeomanry and volun- 
teers, having commissions from his Majesty, or lieu- 
tenants ‘of counties, or others who may be 5 


authorised ‘by his Majesty for that purpose, shall ed 
with the of his jesty’s regular ‘and militia 
forces as the youngest ‘of their respective ranks,” 44 
Geo. 8, ‘c. 54. Such are the 'words:of the Act of Par- 
ne to be set ‘aside by the Lord Cham- 
berlain. To this ‘matter some ‘importance attaches. Bit 
still more is due to the form of oath at present udminis- 
tered to volunteer ‘corps. 

Many thinking men believe the time to have passed 
away for swearing upon every official occasion. 
M ge a rae not pin her faith to oaths; 
and we think the day is not far distant when the cus- 
tom of taking oaths will be much modified, experience 
having already ed how seldom weight attaches to 
them when the interest or inclination of the taker is in 
the scale. However, as ing is still considered a 
keystone ‘in the edifice of the constitugjon, care at least 
should be taken to adhere to forms of oaths estab- 
lished by law. The oath which is now administered to 
volutiteers is to be found in Mr. Hans Busk’s book of 
“The Rifle Volunteer, how to and Drill 
them.” Upon what authority it is there given we know 
not; it runs as follows ts 
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- I, A: B.,do makeoath, that I will be faithful and bear trae 
ilegi to-her Majesty, her heirs and successors; and that I 
will, a> fn: Sosy Seetan, Supeally and faithfully am oe 
Majesty. i successors, in person, crown, an ity, 
wgainst. all enemies; and will observe and obey all orders of her 
Majesty. her heirs and successors, and of the generals and officers 
set over me. 

Either officials have been culpably ignorant, or Go- 
vernment has knowingly played an unworthy trick on 
the patriotism of the country in thus tapes an 
oath which differs materially from the one prescribed hy 
Act of Parliament, and which imposes on the taker 
obligations which he never had in contemplation. it is 
the Mutiny Oath which is thus administered; yet the 
44Geo-.3,:¢..54, the.Act under which the has been 
enrolled, does not intend that volunteers should be placed 
within the range of the Mutiny Act, save on the very 

ial occasion of their being called out to dis- 
harge any of the duties of regular soldiers. The 
34th section directs that upon such occasions a certain 
sum should be given to the captain commanding 
each company for Fecivation amongst his men, thereby 
shewing that when made subject to the Mutiny Act, the 
volunteer should be both doing the duty and receiving the 
pay of a regular soldier. Those who in a volunteer corps 
are in constant receipt of pay, are always made subject to 
the Mutiny Act, and articles ot war, as provi the 
21st section; which is as follows :— 

And be it further enacted, that such of the adjutants, ser- 
jeant niajors, drill -serjeants, and serjeanta, serving in any corps 
of yeomanry or volunteers, as receive the constant pay of their 
rank therein; and all trumpeters, buglemen, and drummers, 
serving in any such corps, and receiving any pay as such there- 
in, from ‘his Majesty or otherwise, either at any daily ot weekly 
rate, atid also all fatriers being attested and serving in auy such 
corps, and receiving any such pay therein, shall at all times be 
stibject to any Act which shall be ‘mn force for punishing 
mutiny and desertion, &c. 

In the 44 Geo. 3, c. 54, there is no clause authorising 
an administration of the Mutiny Oath to volunteers on 
their enrolment ; the oath prescribed is the simple oath 
of allegiance as set out in the 1 Geo. 1, s. 2, c. 13, and 
is only to the effect that the taker will “ be faithful 
and bear true allegiance” to his Sovereign; no other 
oath is necessary 'to be taken, or ought in the present 
state of the law to be administered. 

Tt was not without good reason that an oath so simple 
in nature and in form, was decided upon by the Legis- 
lature, and except by the sanction of the same authority, 
and upon equally mature deliberation, no deviation 
from it whatever should he attempted. 


ma 
—~>> 


WEST INDIAN CONSIGNEES AND MANAGERS, 
FRASER vy. BURGESS. 
The policy of our law discourages liens. It deems 
them as tending to oppression, and allows only those 





which either the Legislature or custom has sanctioned. 
The sg sare and cheapness of the remedy incidental 
to liens, however, has always found favour in the eyes 
of mercantile men, and attempts are constantly made 
by them to extend their category. These attempts. 
have, sometimes, led to decisions which are hard to 
reconcile. ‘I'wo recent cases on this subject now claim 
attention. But in the case of The Thames Iron Works and. 


Ship ny v. The Patent Derrick Com- 
pany (8 'W. R. 408), Vice-Chancellor Wood refused to 
allow the unpaid builder of a ship, who had an un- 


doubted lien on the vessel he had built, to give effect 
thereto hy a sale. But in the case of Fraser v. Burgess 
(8 W. R. 376), on appeal from the West Indian Incum- 
bered Estates Conrt, the Privy Council has decided that 
the manager of a West Indian estate, whe had advanced 
money for its cultivation, had a charge on the inheri- 
tance Seer Serres cules, Geers he 
mani . r it o are con- 
ee 





The -estate in question had been sold m_ 1858, 
by order of the West Indian Incumbered Bstates 
Court, and the sum realised by the sale was 
insufficient to discharge the admitted incumbrances. 
A elaim, however, was preferred on behalf of the 
executor of a person who had been of the 
estate from 1840 till his death in 1849, to be #e- 
easy the proceeds of the sale the balance due to 
im as manager. The owner of the estate, who had em- 
ployed the manager, was dead, and his successor had 
abandoned the estate as unprofitable. The question, 
therefore, lay between the meumbrancers and the ma- 
nager. According to the vee A doctrine of English ~ 
courts, the manager would be held to have ‘given credit 
to his employer, and to have ‘been entitled to proceed 
against the estate only so far as his ‘employer's interest 
extended. The circumstance of a large outlay being 
to produce an adequate return, has never in 
this cou bare pee nye may 
once iIred ; and ies laying out money On an 
catete withiint a seliboaian Geks thane, do so at ‘their 
own risk. A familiar example of this occurs m the vase 
of building or mining leases, where a lessee, who has ex- 
led his money in buildmg or opening mimes, is 
nevertheless Hable to be ejected without notice by a 
prior : gee, and must resort to his lessor for in- 
demnity. isa rule of English lew that a man can- 
not grant to another greater rights than he himself :pos- 
sesses. But a custom has grown up among 
Indian aS ee ee toa 
consignee of the nee an estate as @ pri- 
mary — on estate (like a drainage rent- 
charge the tecent statutes m England), on 
the ground that the advances of the consignee being 
fer the cultivation of the estate, all parties 
were equally benefited thereby, and a — 
security, although postponed, was not diminished. Thi 
doctrine, which is a te that of hypothecation 
in maritime law, had been ised by Lerd Eldon in 
the tase of Scott v. Nesbitt, 14 Ves. 438, although the 
language there used by that learned judge must be 
‘with great reserve. Subsequent cases may 
be said to have affirmed the decttrme, but not 
without much hesitation. But im no case ‘before ‘the 
one which we are ew considering, has the right been 
extended te anyone who was not ‘either actually or 
constructively ‘a consignee. 

When a similar right was claimed on behalf of @ 
manager im the above case, the Ohief Commissioner, 
though admitting the force of the previous decisions in 
favour of 7 , declined to extend the lien to a 
manager. The Commissioner, however, recom- 
mended the claimant to bring his case before the Privy 
Couneil.* The Privy Council, aftera full consideration 
of the facts and authorities, admitted the claim of the 
manager. It is to be regretted, however, that the 
elaborate judgment of Lord Kingsdown, m which all 
the authorities are reviewed, does not lay down any 
definite principle to govern future cases of the same 
nature ; for expressing his concurrence with the 
re of the Chief Commissioner, viz., thatthe 

a West Indian Estate, as such, bas no lien on 
inheritanee, his Lordship proceeds to ‘consider certain 
special circumstances in this case, which he held 
te cause this lien to attach. The special circumstances 
‘on which the judgment is thus based ‘are, ‘first, an in- 
direct recognition by the Court of » which is 
treated as equivalent to an appointment; a ‘ 
a cerrespondence between the manager and one of 
incumbrancers (acting with or without authority) on 
behalf of all the others, many of whom were infants and 
married women. It is obvious that special cireumstances 
of this nature are capable of being reproduced in infi- 





i * The t of the out ep pe oe — 
Cavt's tockal dition ot ‘the’ West tndien, fovembared Acts 
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nite variety. The difficulty of deciding future cases 
will therefore be much increased, and it is to be feared 
that this judgment, although well deserving careful 
perusal from the learned and accurate manner in which 
the authorities are examined, yet has done little to settle 
any principle which may serve as a guide to the Court 
be hy or to the collateral jurisdiction of the Court of 
Chancery or the House of Lords. , 


————_———$@———__—_- 


THE BANKRUPTCY BILL.—IMPRISONMENT FOR 
DEBT. 


The inutility of imprisonment for debt has long 
since been admitted by the sternest creditor ; while its 
cruelty has been repeatedly denounced by the voice of 
humanity. But no provision for its abolition is contained 
in the new Bankruptcy Bill. Nor has its distinguished 
author been able to account satisfactorily for retain- 
ing this relic of penal legislation. Before discussing 
the propriety of this retention, it will be well to inquire 
how a so contrary to the dictates of humanity, 
and the sanctity of personal freedom, should have first 
become engrafted on our laws, and continued throughout 
so long a period to dis our statute rolls. 

To what extent the influence of Rome is traceable in 
the customs and laws of the Germanic tribes, is.a ques- 
tion that has excited much interest in its day, and en- 
listed many talented partisans on either side. Although 
our own opinion leans towards those who find in the 
relationship of patron and freedman, and in the tenure 
of the military benefices, the germs of the feudal sys- 
tem; yet it is impossible to deny that these tribes have 
left an original impress on the laws of northern Europe. 
In some points the Germanic ideas of law were far 
superior to those of Rome. The reverence of these 
tribes for women, originating in a belief of the inspi- 
ration of their female prophets, was in marked contra- 
distinction to the policy of the Roman law, which placed 
a wife or daughter in the manus of her husband or father, 
and even compelled the high-born matron to adopt an 
ignoble subterfuge, to avoid the consequences that might 
ensue to her, should her husband at any time become 
insolvent. For the Roman law of debtor and creditor was 
especially severe, and essentially penal in its tendency. 
The only means by which an insolvent Roman could 
compound for a debt was by mortgaging himself 
to his creditor, on condition that unless the debt was 
previously cg, a at the expiration of a stated 
term, the creditor should foreclose his mortgage. When 
the day came, the creditor claimed possession, and the 
magistrate awarded it; and the debtor, with all that 
belonged to him, including his wife and unemancipated 
children, passed into the possession of the creditor; a 
eeu of subsequent redemption on payment of the debt 

ing reserved. Should the debtor be unable to accom- 
werd such a composition, he risked a fate still more 
earful. If he was unable to discharge the claim within 
thirty days after the justice of it had been allowed, the 
creditor might arrest, and, unless bail was found when 
brought before the —— keep him in private 
custody for sixty days. If at the end of that time the 
debt still remained unsettled, the creditor could at his 
option either put his debtor to death, or cause him to 
be sold into bondage, or keep him at forced labour 
without any restriction as to the degree of ill-usage 
that might be inflicted upon him. If there were several 
creditors coe | conflicting claims they could, if so 
disposed, have the debtor's body cut in pieces, it being 
expressly provided by the xm tables that no creditor 
exercising that privilege should incur any loss or 
penalty by cutting off a greater or smaller piece than in 
proportion to his share. 

In progress of time some mitigations in the Roman 
law were introduced, and the debtor by a cessio bonorum, 
could save his person from seizure. But this cessio 
bonorum was coupled with conditions which could not 





always be fulfilled ; nor was the debtor admitted to the 
benefit of the cessio bonorum if he had been guilty of 
carelessness or dishonesty ; accordingly, the old stringent 
process continued in force, and a private prison was the 
appendage of the Roman money-lender’s house as late 
as the fourth century of the Christian era. 

The ancient Germans, on the contrary, as we learn 
from Tacitus, were ignorant of the trade of pres 
lending, and the acceptance of a loan entailed an obli- 
gation on the donor rather than the acceptor. The 
progress of society necessitated trade, and trade in its 
turn necessitated the relationship of debtor and creditor. 
Still we find, that amongst those nations of German 
who have adhered to the spirit of their national 
institutions, the law of debtor and creditor never 
attained to the severity of Rome and of England 
in latter times. Arrest on mesne process is almost un- 
known in Germany, except in respect to foreigners and 
absconding debtors; and arrest in execution could at 
all times, in many parts, be easily obviated, either before 
or after judgment, by a cessio bonorum. 

Neither does the common law of England recognise 
arrest for debt. Strictly speaking, arrest for debt was 
unknown in this country previous to the reign of Henry 
III. By the laws of King Alfred, the creditor was 
strictly enjoined not to treat a defaulting debtor who 
was willing to liquidate a debt by personal labour as 
his bondsman, nor to oppress him with interest on the 
loan. 

This humane policy continued to exert its influence 
on our laws up to the accession of the House of Anjou 
(a. pD. 1155). The origin of the change is to be found 
in the great impulse given in the twelfth century to 
the study of the Roman law, consequent, as it 
is commonly alleged, on the traditional discovery 
of the Pandects of Justinian, at the town of 
Amalfi, in Italy, a.p. 1135. Certain it is, that 
towards the close of the reign of Stephen, Vacarius, 
of the school of Bologna, in Italy, established at 
Oxford a school for the study of Roman law; and not 
long afterwards we find the Court of King’s Bench 
permitting parties to be arrested on a fictitious 
charge of trespass, although, when the defendant had 
once appeared in court upon that charge, at the return 
of the writ, the plaintiff was allowed to abandon his 
original charge and proceed as for an action of debt ; 
the subsequent steps were comparatively mg 

By 53 of Hen. 3, c. 29 (a.p. 1257) arrest for debt was 
for the first time recognized. This statute enacts that, 
“if bailiffs, who ought to make account to their lords, 
do withdraw themselves, and have no lands nor tene- 
ments ue mngy 4 they oy Br distrained, then they shall 
be attached their ies, so that the sheriffs, in 
whose bailiwick they be found, shall cause them to 
come to their account.” The Statute of Merchants 
(a.p. 1283) extends this power of arrest to certain cases 
of mercantile contracts, and to actions of debt and de- 
tinue. Upon these two statutes, together with 19 Hen. 
7, c. 19 (a.p, 1503), and 23 Hen. 8, c. 14 (a.p. 1581), 
the law of arrest may be said to have been founded 
Under these statutes any person could be arrested in 
personal actions for any debt or damage, however small, 
and could, at the nee of his creditor, be detained in 
prison for life. In English history we find frequent 
mention of the number of debtors incarcerated in jail, 
and of their being liberated on the accession of a mon- 
arch, or other occasions of public rejoicing. 

For em the severity of our law of debtor and 
creditor was borrowed from Rome, the adoption of the 
merciful provision of a cessio bonorum sufficing to cancel 
a debtor's obligations, is, in this country, of modern 
date. Arrest for debt being foreign to our common 
law, no alleviation is to be found in any customs sanc- 
tioned by it, like that which the Sabbatical and Jubilee 
year afforded to the Hebrew debtor, who at stated 
periods was restored of right to his liberty and patri- 
mony. The Mosaic law required a bondsman, whether 
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Hebrew or Gentile, to be treated with kindness. The 
Roman law obliged the creditor to provide his debtor 
with nourishment while yet an ad interim prisoner. 

By the English law, debtors were not only imprisoned 
at the will of their creditors, but were compelled to trust 
to the humanity of friends or the charity of strangers 
for the ordinary requirements of life. The sad and 
tear-stained pictures of their sufferings, as drawn b 
the faithful hand of the writers of the last century, will 

licy of these laws was 


be familiar to many of our readers. 
In strange contrast with the 
the care with which a false political economy attempted 
to guard against the imposition of what was called 
usurious interest, seeking to ameliorate the position 
of the needy, but in reality only succeeding in fettering 
the development of commerce. C.E. J. 
a al 
The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vacancies, Xe. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 


(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice CockBurN and 
Justices Crompton, H1xt, and BLACKBURN.) 

James v. Lord Harry Vane.—May 8.—This was a rule for 
the Master to review his taxation of the plaintiff's costs, which 
he had taxed on the higher scale. It appeared the action was 
brought to recover the sum of £28 10s. for goods supplied, 
lodging, &c. The defendant pleaded a payment into 
court and a tender of £26, which the jury found for the 
defendant, but they found a verdict for the plaintiff for £2 10s. 
beyond that sum. The question was, whether the plaintiff 
had recovered more than £20, so as to be entitled to have his 
costs taxed upon the higher scale, or whether the case did not 
come within the 8th rule of Hilary Term, 1853. 

Mr. Serjeant Pigott showed cause against the rule, and con- 
tended that the Master was right in taxing the plaintiffs costs 
on the higher scale. 

Mr. Hindmarch, who appeared in support of the rule, was not 
called upon. 

Lord Chief Justice CockBuRN said, he thought the plaintiff 
had not recovered the amount of the tender, and that he was 
not entitled to costs upon the higher scale. 

The other judges were of the same opinion. 

Mr. Justice H1Lt observed that the plaintiff might have had 
the £26 on asking for it, and a subsequent demand and refusal 
would have been a good replication to the plea of tender; so 
that the plaintiff had only himself to blame, and must take the 
consequences, 

Rule absolute. 


COMMON PLEAS. 


(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Erte and Justices 
By es and KEATING.) 


Re Angell—May 5.—In this case a rule had been obtained 
calling on Mr. Angell, an attorney of the Court, to answer the 
matter in certain affidavits, 

It appeared from the affidavits that Mr. Angell was the 
solicitor for the Moulvie of the King of Oude in certain proceed- 
ings taken by the latter, and that on their termination, having 
had his bill taxed, he obtained the Master's certificate for his 
costs, to obtain which he had to satisfy the Master that all 
counsels’ fees were paid by him. The Moulvie afterwards 
heard a rumour that he had not paid the fees, and having paid 
Mr. Angell’s bill of costs, including the fees, he was indignant 
on inquiring and learning that about £30 was due to Mr. Ser- 

eant Atkinson, one of his counsel. In consequence he moved 

for and obtained the present rule. ‘The affidavits in answer 
amounted to a denial of this statement, and averred that all 
the counsels’ fees, in the particular actions in which a certificate 
had been obtained, had been paid, and that the balance of 
fees due to Mr. Serjeant Atkinson was for fees for other busi- 
ness not within the taxed bill in question, as to which all the 
fees had been settled. 

The Curr Justice, in giving judgment, said he was of 
eee that the rule ought to be discharged. This was an 
application by a client inst an attorney, charging gross 
smisconduict; thet he had ove before the Master that , s had 
paid all the fees to counsel included in his bill of costs, 
and alleging that that was a false oath. Something ap- 





proximating to embezzlement and perjury was the charge. 
This was a charge that ought to be made with caution and 
founded on sound grounds. The proceeding in which the 
statement was made was in an action for a definite balance 
of £246 7s. 1d., costs for two out of three bills of costs. The 
action was referred to the Master, and the Master had found that 
the claim was sustained, and the statement now questioned was 
made before the Master. With reference to what had been 
said about £30 being due for fees to Mr. Serjeant Atkinson, 
Mr. Angell had sworn and produced vouchers that the fees 
claimed in the action had been paid, and he referred to the 
documents in the hands of the client. Now, when a party 
was called upon to answer a very grave charge on a summary 
application, if he gave a definite answer the charge was dis- 
posed of. Another ground urged was a suggestion that the 
fees in dispute were owing in respect of another bill, and that 
they had not been paid in whole or in part. The immediate 
answer to that suggestion was that that was not the subject 
matter that Mr. Angell was brought before the Court to 
answer, and if any attempt had been made to ask for the 
interference of that Court to obtain fees not paid, although the 
bill had been taken as settled between Mr. Angell and the 
counsel’s clerk, the Court would not have imterfered,and the 
attempt to have this rule made absolute on the ground that 
there was some such arrear of fees unpaid the Court would not 
sanction. It might be that it was wrong in an attorney to 
deliver his brief without paying the fee, and wrong in the 
counsel in taking it; but where mutual respect and confidence 
existed between them, it might be that such a course could be 
taken without imputing what was wrong to either. He had 
the highest respect for the learned Serjeant, who might 
have felt well satisfied that these matters between him- 
self and Mr. Angell should stand to a future day. But 
that was not the matter now inquired into. The charge 
therefore failed. Mr. Angell had answered that which was 
brought against him, and he (the Chief Justice) did not see 
any ground for censuring Mr, Angell for what was brought 
forward. In the present case a summary application had 
been made to the Court, without one word of inquiry of 
Mr. Angell, to know what was the meaning of this report 
which had got about that he had not paid counsels’ fees. It 
had been made on the last day of term, when for a long 
period there was no opportunity of answer, and he could 
not but see, on reading Mr. Angell’s affidavit, that he, having 
acted for his client for a great many months and 
judgment in his favour (and had, therefore, acted with effect), 
was money out of pocket, and the costs of his labour, £246, 
which were due to him, not one shilling of which had he got 
till he had sued for it and got judgment and execution for it. 
A debtor who had been compelled by process of law to do what 
was right at times had a most rancorous hostility against his 
creditor. He thought the charge against Mr. Angell had 
failed, and that the rule ought to be discharged, with costs. 
Rule discharged. 





EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco, before the Lonp Caer Baron, and Barons 
MakTIN, BRAMWELL, and WILDE.) 

Eyre and others v. Waller—May 8.—In this case a rule had 
been obtained calling upon the plaintiffs to show cause why the 
writ of summons in this case should not be set aside, on the 
ground that the document sued upon was one not coming 
within the provisions of the summary mode of procedure under 
the Bills of Exchange Act (18 & 19 Vict. c. 67) or why the de- 
fendant should not be at liberty to appear and defend the 
action. 

The action was commenced upon a cheque in the same way 
as proceedings are now taken upon bills of exchange, under the 
Act of Parliament above referred to. 

Mr. Crompton Hutton, against the rule, contended that 
cheques were to all intents and purposes bills of exchange, and 
had been so treated by the Legislature in the Stamp Act. 

Mr. 7. Chitty, in support, urged that the Act was confined 
im its terms and restricted its operations to bills of exchange 
and promissory notes, and if the Legislature had intended to 
extend it to cheques, the Act would have expressly used the 
term. The Act which allowed money and bank-notes to be 
taken under an execution expressly mentioned the words cheques 
and promissory notes. The Legislature never could have con- 
templated the bri a action upon a cheque in the sum- 
pat hrm, penta ich the present was commenced. 

eir Lorpsutes said that they were asked to restrain the 
enactments of a most beneficial Act because all the expressions 
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suggested in support of the rule were not contained in it. A cheque 
was undoubtedly a bill of exchange, and was treated as such: in 
the Stamp Act. They felt more inclined to extend: the.opera- 
tions of the Act than to curtail them. 

Rule discharged with costs. 





SHERIFFS! COURT. 
(Before Mr. Under-Sheriff' BuRCHELL.) 

Mr. Hemp, the officer of the sheriffs of London and: Middle- 
sex, made proclamation of outlawry in the following cases:— 
©. Morrison, at the suit of Julius Lawrence; Edward Elkins, at 
the suit of Robert Brikett; Charles Nichols, at the suit of 
Alfred Mayhew; Julius Bernard, at the suit of Lucy Sers; 
George Yeldham Wilkinson, at the suit of W. Cater Randolph; 
Alfred Lewis, at the suit of John Kinder; Robert L. Brooke, at 
the suit of John Graham; Thomas Bridges, at the suit of John 
Short; Edward Roberts, at the suit of John Metts; Wm. 
Mackenzie, at the suit of Julius Lawrence; Gillian M. Ross, at 
the suit of R. D. Gerard; James Rowles, at the suit of W. Benson; 
C, D. Oldfield, at the suit of the Oriental Bank; and J. R. Ben- 
net, at the suit of T. Hawkins. The 7th Jnne is the next 
conrt day. 





The Queen has been pleased to appoint Cuthbert E, Ellison, 
Esq., barrister-at-law, as stipendiary magistrate. of the city. of 
Manchester, in succession to Mr. Maude. Mr. Ellison. has. been 
sinee 1854 the police-magistrate for Newcastle-on- Tyne. 

Mr. Frederick Augustus Lewis, of 7, Trafalgar-place East, 
Hackney Road, Middlesex, has been appointed a commissioner 
for taking affidavits in the Court of Pleas for the county 
palatine of Durham. 

SE ae _ 


Parttament and L-gislatior. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, May 7. 
CRIMINAL Law. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR brought in the report from. the 
aglect committee to. which the. seven Bills for. the consolidation 
of the criminal law were referred. The committee had gone 
through these Bills and made various. amendments, which were 
new reported to their lordships. The committee was attended 
not only by law lords, but also by several lay lords, and the 

ills were in such a state now, that he trusted that they: would 
be. adopted by. both Houses cf Parliament, and become law. 


Tuesday, May 8. 
Bankevrt Law (ScortanpD) AMENDMENT. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in moving the second. reading of 
this Bill, said its object was to remedy a flagrant abuse which 
had existed for some years in the administration of the bank- 
ruptcy and insolvency law, and which had brought great dis- 
eredit upon both England and Scotland: By the law: of Scot- 
land any person who had been resident there for-forty days was 
domiciled so farthat he might sue in the Courts as a. domiciled 
subject of Her Majesty. in that part of the United Kingdom, 
and he might have a commission of bankruptcy, or a seques= 
tration, as it was called, issued against him, which, if he. suc- 
ceeded, discharged him from all his obligations, enabling him 
te begin the world anew. The consequence had been, that vast 
numbers of bankrupts and insolvents had gone from. England 
to Scotland, and, having lived there for forty days, amusing 
themselves, perhaps, with shooting, had got a sequestration sued 
out at their own request. An advertisement was published. in- 
orming the creditors of what was about. to. be done, but it 
called upon them to appear at Aberdeen,or Inverness, or some 
other remote part of Scotland. Happening to be at Tobermory, 
in the Western Islands, about eighteen months ago, he was told 
that an English colony had established themselves there, con- 
sisting of English bankrupts and insolvents, and that. their 
object was to get themselves whitewashed. The Scotch Courts 
were ashamed of the advantage thus taken of their law, but it 
was found that they had no power to remedy the evil. The 
object of the present Bill was to put an end to that practice. It 
enabled the Courts in Scotland, on petition, showing that a nu- 
merical majority of the creditors resided in England, to recall 
the sequestration, and compel the bankrupt or insolvent to 

¢ before an English court, 
BrouGHaw said that nothing could be. conceived. more. 





worthy of reprobation than the conduct of parties removing to 
Scotland in order to defeat the just claims of their creditors in 
England, and taking advantage, behind the backs of their cre- 
ditors, of the entirely different law which was administered in 
Scotland, He highly approved the present Bill, as forming 
part of that more general measure for the improvement of the 
bankruptcy: and insolvency laws. which had been.introduced into 
the. other House by his hon, and learned friend the Attorney- 
General, and which he hoped would, be. passed in the present 
session; for it was the. result of experience, and not. the. rash 
destruction of existing systems in order to set upa new and 
untried system in their place, which was a wrong mode of at- 
tempting the amendment of the law. He trusted that that 
measure would receive due consideration from the wisdom of 
the Lower House, and would, with such amendments as might 
be deemed necessary, receive their: lordships’ assent. 

Lord CHELMSFORD suggested to-his noble and learned friend 
upon the woolsack that he should: consider whether it might 
not be advisable to alter the clauses of the Bill which gave it a 
retrospective operation, and which enabled a single creditor to 
procure a sequestration. 

After a few words from the Lonp CHANCELLOR in reply, 

The Bill was read a second time. 


Thursday, May 10. 
Petitions oF RIGHT. 

Lord Kinespown moved the second reading of this Bill, 
which was agreed to. 

CramanaL Law CoNsOLIDATION. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR moyed that the House. resolve it- 
self into a committee on these Bills. They were seven. in 
number, and referred severally to. offences against the person, 
larceny, forgery, malicious injuries to property, coinage offences, 
accessories and abettors, and to criminal statutes repeal, After 
referring briefly.to the history of these measures, and to the 
difficulties which had been overcome by: the select committee 
appointed to consider the subject, the noble and learned lord 
gave a short explanation of the first-named Bill, and. said it 
was only. by placing a certain degree. of confidence. in those 
who had been engaged in the work that the legislation on the 
subject could be brought to a satisfactory conclusion. 

Lords BrouGHAM and WENSLEYDALR said.a. few words in 
approbation of the measure. 

The Marquis of WestMEaTH complained that the drivers of 
private carriages were not so amenable to punishment as they 
should be for any injuries which might be caused through their 
means, and that the punishment awarded to offenders against 
the person was not so heavy asthe nature of the offences de- 
manded. The. noble marquis gave instances in which persons 
who had caused the death of another by careless or furious 
driving, had been sentenced, to two months’ imprisonment only, 
though it would be hard to distinguish between their offence 
and that of some classes of murderers; and he mentioned the 
case of a personal friend who had been knocked down and se- 
riously injured when passing over a public crossing. He wished 
to see the drivers of private vehicles placed upon the same foot- 
ing as those of licensed carriages, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said thecommittee had deliberated 
carefully upon the subject. referred to by the noble marquis, 
and had come to the conclusion that some difference should be 
drawn between the two classes of drivers, as, in the case of pub- 
lic carriages, the drivers had generally a greater number. of pas- 
sengers under their care. The difference in the punishment 
awarded to them over the drivers of private carriages was, that 
hard: labour was added to imprisonment in the. case of the for- 
mer class: of individuals, With regard to crossings, a, person 
using them was bound to do so with ordinary, care, and if any 
driver-did not display a proper- amount of caution in passing 
them, he would. be liable to 9 criminal.information, ‘ 

Lord Cranworts thought tha noble marquis (of Westmeath) 
had wholly mistaken the subject. Let the law on this point 
stand as.it was until it could be discussed in committee. 

Lord St. Lxonarps urged the great importance of an early 
settlement of the codification of the criminal law. ‘The va- 
rious commissions which had sat from time to time had expended 
vast sums of money, and up to the present time effected very 
little good. : 

Lord Porrman pressed the necessity of making some 
alteration in the law relating to aggravated assaults.on women, 
since the parties by whom. they were.committed did.not care.at 
all for mere imprisonment. 

The Marquis of Wesrmmate adhered to his. previously 


The Billwas reported, with.amendments, te the.-House. 
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LaROENY. 
This Bill-was reported, with amendments, to the House. 


ForGERY. 
This Bill was reported, with amendments, to the House. 
Mauicious Ingurtes. To. PROPERTY. 
This Bill passed a similar stage. 
COINAGE OFFENCES, 

This Bill was advanced.a similar. stage. 

. ACCESSORIES AND ABETTORS. 
This Bill was advanced a similar stage. 

Criminab Statrutres. REPEAL. 

This Bill was reported, with amendments. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, May 7. 
BANKRUPTCY AND, INSOLVENCY. 
A petition was presented by Lord Bective, from Kirkby 
Lonsdale, Westmoreland, praying thas, extended jurisdiction in 
ge + a may be given to county courts. 


weal Barnstaple. 
TRUSTEES OF CHARITIES. 
A petition was presented by Sir Morton Peto, from the.com- 
mittee of the British and Foreign School Society, in ors of 
the Bill to facilitate the appointment of new. trustees to 


charities. 
Tuesday, May 8, 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 

A petition was presented by Mr. Bass, from Derby, in favour 
of this Bill, and for a more extended jurisdiction being given to. 
the county courts. in bankruptcy. and insolvency. cases. 

A petition was also. presented by: Major Morgan, from.Hay, in 


favour of the Bill, 
Wednesday, May 9. 
MarriaGes (Extra PAROCHIAL PLACES). 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Thursday, May 10. 
BANKRUPTCY: AND INSOLVENCY, 
A petition was presented by Mr, Clay, from the Hull 
Guardian Serlety * in favour of this Bill, and proposing certain 
amendm 


ents. 

A petition was also presented by Sir E. Lacon, from. the, 
inhabitants of Great Yarmouth, in favour of the extension of 
the jurisdiction to the county courts; and by Mr. Franklyn, 
from Poole, Longfleet, Packstone, and Hanworthy, in 


county of Dorset, in fayour of the Bill. 


ATTORNEYS, SOLICITORS; AND CERTIFICATED CONVEYANCERS, 
A petition was ted by Sir E. Lacon, from solicitors of 
Great Yarmouth, in favour of pode the law of attorneys, 
solicitors, and conveyancers. 
APPOINTMENT OF TRUSTEES. 

A petition was presented by Mr. Baines, from the Con- 
gregational Union of England and Wales, in favour of the Bill 
to facilitate the appointment of new trustees to public charities, 

Marriagces(Exrra PAROCHIAL PLACES), 

This Bill passed through committee. 

Friday, May 11. 
Forerry or Trapr Marks, 


Mr. Bass.asked the President of the Board of Trade, whe- 
ther, as no clause in to. the forgery of trade marks 


. had been introduced in the Hill for Consolidating and Amend 


ing the Law of Forgery, he would at the earliest opportunity 
introduce the measure he had prepared on that question. 

Mr. M. Grimson was understood to say that a measure would 
be introduced. 


Costs. oF PROSECUTIONS. 

Mi: Hows salad sttentien to te, of the commis- 
sion on. the. costs of prosecutions, and.asked. the Secretary. of 
StateSrths Howe t. whether it, was.the intention of 

in. «A or take anyother steps in 


the Government to. b 
meee ve te soles the sai 


similar petition was also presented by Colonel F. Davie, 


' Sir G. Lewis said: the. question: had heen under the con- 
sideration of the Treasury and the Home Department. No 
conclusion had been arrived at; and he could not promise to 
bring in a Bill this session. 





NOTICES OF MOTION. 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, May 11. 
RicHT OF THE CROWN TO THE SEA SHORB, Xe. 
Mr. Aue. Smita.—To move for a return of all legal proceed- 
: ings instituted by, the.law officers or. otherwise, on. behalfef: the 
Crown, with respect to the title of the Crown, ta the bed on 
shores of the sea, or the beds or shores of tidal: navigable rivera, 
against. corporate bodies or. private. individuals, from the. year 
| 1857 up to the present time; with other. particulars. 
| Pustic. Prosecutions. 
, . Mr. Howes:—To call attention to the re’ 
sion on the costs of prosecutions, and to 


[tos Government #9 beg ic Bil © ke other steps, 
}in relation to the subject of the said report. = 


06 i somite 


aR 





PENDING MEASURES OF LEGISLATION, 
AGGRAVATED AssauLts Act AMENDMENT. 


, Summary of a Bill to amend the Act, of the sixteenth a 
| seventeenth’ years of Victoria, twenty-one, for 
‘punishment of persons conyicted of aggravated assaults. on 
women and children :— 
| 1. By this section 16 & 17 Vict. c. 30, s. 1, neal, 

2. When any person shall be with an 

female, or upon any male child whose age 

opinion of the m exceed 14 years, it shall be. lawful 
‘the magistrate, if the assault is of such an aggravated nature 
that it cannot in his opinion be sufficiently punished under 
' provisions of the statute 9 Geo, 4, c, 31, to determine. the 
in a eT way, and upon conviction of the 
direct him to be bapeoned, wilh re, NE AO , me 
not less than four, and not exceeding yywua” 
to bind him over to keep the peace he Saye ype of good. 
for the shod ot six chlayie onthe, eeatt Oar zis: 
should fit, the person, if male, convicted, shall be. 
privately whipped with not less than twenty-five, and 
ceeding fifty, lashes; and in the event of his having 
viously convicted, be liable to be imprisoned with bard 
for a period of not less than eight, and not ne CRON el 
calendar months, and be bound to keep the peace, and be 
good behaviour for the period of six calendar months, ap 
be once, twice, or thrice privately hie es won not a, 
twenty-five, and not exceeding 
to be a bar to all nee atetoo ticle’ ccininal tee 
respect ofthe assault. No appeal against such conviction, 


ECCLESIASTICAL CouRTs JURISDICTION. 


Summary of the Bill to abolish the jurisdiction of the Eccle- 
siastical Courts in Ireland in cases of defamation, and in Eng- 
land and Wales and Ireland in cases of’ brawling :— 

1. Se ee tne ne ee ee 
tical Courts in England and Ireland in sai OF Coenen ie 
brawling abolished; and persons in for Re gay x 
character or: brawling under order of 
be dicharged; Dub the order for discharge not to be mage Gal 
costs are paid, or one month’s ent suffered. 

2. Persons guilty of riotous, violent, or indecent behaviour 
tn Maghandses igelied tn enc tachodal church, parish or: 
triet church, or chapel of any religious denomination, or 
England in any place of religious worship duly certified onde 
the Beovisiona of 18 & 19 wits 81, agg * An. Ack; to A 
amend the law concerning the certifying and registering 
places ‘of ‘religious worship in England,” shall, on conviction, be 
liable to a penalty: of: not papetaliprecctpoenty ibe boy. 
a to prison for any time not exceeding foarteen 
ws ‘ 
© Rowe of cued tu cenviatien io Gente Gale. 
4. leper the statute 5 & 6 Edward 6. 
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We are informed that, Sag een aya rcs suggestion con- 
tained. in a letter-from: the Chief: i 
in. course of| formation for the purpose of 





collecting 
the erection, in Trinity College, Cambridge, of a statue-of the. 
late Lord Macaulay, . 
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Recent Becisions. 


COMMON LAW. 
(By James Sreruen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.)} 
THE OFFENCE OF PERJURY NOT ACTIONABLE—REMOTENESS 
or DAMAGE. 
FitzJohn v. Mackinder, 8 W. R., C. P., 341. 

This was a case very unsatisfactory in its results; for jus- 
tice was hindered by a merely technical dilliculty, and more- 
over, one of the acutest of our judges was in favour, though 
with some hesitation, of the defeated party. It was an action 
brought by A., who had been sued in the county court by B., 
in the course of which proceedings, B., by his perjured evidence, 
induced the county court judge to commit A. for perjury; and 
bound over B. to prosecute, which he accordingly did, though 
A. was in due course acquitted. There was no dispute as to 
these facts; but it was argued for B., that though he had by 
his perjury induced the Court to commit A., and cause con- 
siderable damage to that innocent person, yet no injury for 
which an action lay was thereby suffered, A. was at liberty 
to prosecute B. in his turn for perjury, and that was all. The 
only “ cause of action ” was the malicious prosecution, and this, 
though mediately the act of the defendant, was, it was alleged, 
proximately that of the county court judge himself; and hence 
the action must be defeated by reason of the remoteness of 
damage; the maxim being, “in jure non remota sed proxima 
spectatur causa.” The Chief Justice and Williams, J., con- 
curred in these views. They said expressly, that if a man by his 
perjury causes damage to another, that other has no remedy ina 
civil court. ‘“ No such action,” remarked the Court, ‘“ has ever 
been maintained, and is incapable of being so; for if it were, 
cases must be every day occurring.” This point, indeed, was 
fully discussed in the Court of Common Pleas a year or two 
ago, and there decided the same way, and on much the 
same grounds as the present case. In Revis v. Smith 
(igs C, B. 126), Jervis, C.J. said that to allow an 
action in such a case would be in effect to try 
the defendant for perjury, and to convict him by the 
mouth of a single witness; whereas, in a criminal court, he 
could only be convicted by the concurring testimony of two- 
It is therefore clear that, in the present case, the only ground 
for supporting the action is to make out that the act complained, 
i. e. the malicious prosecution, not the perjury, was the act of 
the defendant, and not of the county court judge. Mr. Justice 
Willes thought that this was so; because, had not the judge 
ordered the prosecution, the defendant, beyond all doubt, would 
have been responsible; and he conceived that the order 
which had been made ought not to aid the defendant, because 
it had been fraudulently procured from the Court by his own 
wrong. However, the rest of the Court thought otherwise, and 
gave judgment for B. It may be remarked, in conclusicn, that 
it is somewhat difficult to reconcile this decision with some of 
the observations of the judges of the Queen’s Bench in Farley 
v. Danks (4 Ell. & Bl. 493). There the defendant was sued 
for having fraudulently and maliciously procured that the plain- 
tiff should be adjudicated a bankrupt; and there the Court would 
not listen to the argument that the adjudication was the act of 
the commissioner, not of the defendant. “Where a man,” said 
the Court, “makes a true statement of facts, upon which the 
Court acts wrongly, the grievance, it is true, arises not from the 
statement, but from the judgment; but it would be monstrous 
to hold that this is so where the statement is maliciously false.” 
According to this case, it would seem that the action was well 
brought in the present case, on the ground that the county 
court judge did the thing complained of—that is, cause and pro- 
cure the prosecution for perjury—under the authority, and, in- 
deed, as the agent of the defendant. 


Maxim or “ Res JupicaTa PRO VERITATE ACCIPITUR.” 
Routledge, App., v. Hislop, Resp., 8 W. R., Q. B., 363. 

There is no rule of law better established or more useful 
than that which forbids a dispute once decided by a court of 
competent jurisdiction, to be re-opened between the same parties 
before another court of concurrent jurisdiction, Otherwise 
there would be no end to litigation. Of the application of this 
maxim, sometimes given as “ Nemo bis vexari pro und et eddem 
causd,” there are a variety of instances in the books, which 
show, among other things, that it cannot be evaded by altering 
the form of the claim. For example, a judgment in an action 
on promises may be pleaded in bar of another action for the 
same cause sued for as a debt; Slade’s case (4 Rep. 94.) So 
also in Buckland y. Johnson (15 C. B. 145), it was argued 


3 and admitted by the Court, that if a man converts and sells 
the goods of another, for which injury the owner sues in trover 
and recevers damages, the owner cannot (even though his 
judgment be fruitless) afterwards sue the same defendant, and 
recover the price got by him for the goods. The judgment 
in the first action might be pleaded in bar of the second. 

The present case was decided on the principle above referred 
to. A servant conceiving that she had been prematurely dis- 
charged from the service of her master without reasonable 
cause, sued him in the county court for her wages up to the 
period for which she had been engaged. ‘The decision of that 
Court was for the master, on which the plaintiff went 
before the magistrates for the county, who determined the case 
in her favour. This decision, however, was reversed (on a case 
stated under the recent statute) by the Queen’s Bench, on the 
ground that the dispute having been already decided by one 
court with competent jurisdiction, the magistrates had no 
power to inquire into and adjudicate on the case. 





& 
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Correspondence. 


LORD HENRY SEYMOUR’S WILL. 

The following is a translation of the clause in the resi- 
duary bequest in Lord H. Seymour’s will in favour of the Paris 
and London hospitals :— 

“T give and bequeath all things and valuables of which I 
have not above disposed, to the hospitals of Paris and London, 
which I institute to that effect as my residuary legatees, all 


contained in this my present will may give rise, shall be sup- 
ported by my estate alone. Done in Paris the 19th June, 
1856, &c.” 


It appears that the testator has directed a bequest to the 
hospital “ Des Petits Ménages,” in Paris, shall be invested in 
real property; but there is nothing of the kind stipulated with 
regard to the London hospitals. No apprehension need there- 
fore be entertained as to the statute of mortmain. 

Two testamentary executors, with seisin, are named 
for England, who, it is believed, are both British subjects, 
although domiciled in France. Although the Paris hospitals 
are subject to one administration or governing body, and have 
their funds in common, which obviates the difficulty attending 
the bequest as regards those of London, the Court of Chan- 

will have the winding up of the matter; and assuming that 
the hospitals of Paris will claim one-half of the trust fund, the 
entirety amounting to above £40,000, two important questions 
arise as to the distribution of the other half amongst those of 
London, viz., which of them are entitled, and in what propor- 
tions ? 

It would appear that the chief elements to be considered in 
deciding amongst the various claimants, would be the extent 
of good which they severally effect, and their means of effecting 
it. Some of the largest and more important hospitals, as St. 
Thomas's, Guy’s, and St. Bartholomew’s, operate on a very ex- 
tensive scale; but then they are richly endowed, and indepen- 
dent of extraneous aid, and ought not to press unduly against 
the claims of the smaller or more dependent institutions. 
There are others, as the London, the Middlesex, the St. George’s, 
and others which are not only on a large scale, but either en- 
tirely or partly dependent on donations and voluntary contri- 
butions for their means of doing good, and which, therefore, 
seem to possess unobjectionable claims to some substantial 
share of the testator’s bounty. Then these smaller institutions, 
— the City Orthopcedic Hospital, and a vast variety of 
others of very limited extent, but distinguished from mere dis- 
pensaries by receiving inmates under their roof for cure, would 
be entitled to bring forward their claims, and the City Ortho- 
peedic, and doubtless many others, might show in reference to 
the limited extent of their operations, how much they are 
hampered and curtailed in this respect, by their being circum- 
scribed in their means. 

One important consideration, however, may or may not be 
worth an observation. The bequest is to the Paris and London 
hospitals. As regards the latter, does it apply to all hospitals 
within modern London, as well inside as outside the city walls, 
or is it limited to the ancient city of London? If the latter, 
I fear both St. Thomas's and Guy’s would be excluded, unless it 
could be shewn that by one of the old charters from the Crown to 
the Corporation of London which exists, the bailiwick of South- 
wark has granted to that corporation, and that it now formed 
an integral part of the city. 





duties of transfer and others to which the particular legacies . 
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This is of vast importance, and it will remain for the Court 
to-determine the question. 

If the borough of Southwark, which on some occasions 
actually returned common councilmen to that body, is in truth 
a portion of the corporation, both St. Thomas’s and Guy’s 
Hospitals would be indisputably entitled to their share of the 


bequest. 

The City Orthopcedic Hospital to which I have referred is 
situated within the city boundaries. 

1st May. F. 8, A. 








TRADE PROTECTION OFFICES. 


I read with some interest the paper contributed to the 
“ Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association,” which appears 
im your number for 7th April, on “Trade Protegtion Societies, 
and Offices, and the’ relation of Solicitors thereto; for my 
name figured: for a time as one of the solicitors patronised by 
Mr. Stubbs: As soon, however, as I found I was merely a tool 
to be used for that person’s advantage, I withdrew from his list; 
not choosing to render my services for next to nothing, or to 
“play his game” at the sacrifice of my professional status. 

T certainly considered when I accepted the appointment, and 
allowed myself tobe classed with the many“ eminent” solicitorsin 
his service, that the funds received by Mr. Stubbs would allow 
of’ ample remuneration for all duties performed, inasmuch: as it 
would appear from the list of subscribers his receipts must be 
very large; but although I afterwards asked the question, I 
was not informed in what way those receipts were applied, nor 

his employes derived no substantial benefit from them. 

e simple truth, I believe, is, that Mr. Accountant Stubbs 
makes a fine thing of it; and that the members of the pro- 
fession who allow’ their names to appear in his “list” are-most 
of them: unaware of the real nature of’ the scheme which the 
paper I have alluded to helps to expose. 

A SuBscrIBeR. 





POWER OF EXECUTORS. 

Srz,— Will you give me an opinion on the undermentioned? 
and oblige yours respectfully, JOHN Mappox, 

“I give and bequeath all I am possessed of, or may become 
entitled to (after payment of my just debts and tuneral ex- 
penses), to my daughter for her own separate use and benefit.” 

The debts have been satisfied, and the chief of the property 
in his ion at his death was a policy of insurance on an 


old 's life, the premium of which is kept up by her. The 
executors, in whose s it fell, refuse to give it up until after 


the termination of thelife; maintaining that they havenothing to 
pay until the amount falls into their hands, preventing the 

from making any use of it, although offered money 
to nearly its value, provided she can deposit it. 

A twelvemonth and more having elapsed, is it legal for ex- 
ecutors to withhold that which is given; and would they not be 
liable for arising from withholding, provided such can 
be produced, or in case of its becoming valueless for the amount 
that could now be obtained for it? 


THE NEW TAXING MASTER. 

Srm,—I read with much regret your leading article on the 
subject of the appointment of Mr. Shadwell to the office of 
Taxing Master. 

T have sat for many years with Mr. Shadwell, om the boards 
of the Equity and Law Assurance and Law Reversionary In- 
terest Societies, in both of which he took an active part. The 
universal opinion of our boards, which consist entirely of law- 
yers, is, that the appointment is a very good one. I believe 
that every director would agree with me in saying that Mr. 
Shadwell is # man of great acumen, good judgment, and sound 
common sense—I am, &c., JOHN M. CLaBon. 

21, Great George-street, Westminster. 

May 5. 

[Our respected correspondent, notwithstanding his high testi- 
in favour of Mr. Shadwell, fails to answer our objection 
to: the appointment in question. We admit that on merely 
personal grounds not a word can be said against it; and we 
should ourselves regret as much as Mr. Clabon if our remarks 
on this subject in last week’s number could be taken as in any 
way’ reflecting the personal claims or position of Mr. 
Shadwell. But what, as the organ of the body of solicitors, we 

- . 


to insist upon is, that the 


> 


£2,000 a year) was large 
most eminent: practitioners might be indueed to accept the 








appointment. We have heard it stated, that amongst those who 


were candidates on the late vacancy, there were some gentlemen 
whose great talents in the discharge of another office of the 
court have long gained high admiration and confidence from the 
entire profession. We say that such an appointment is not to 
be looked upon :is patronage, but as a trust to de discharged in 
the public interest—which can only be done by the selection of 
the best possible man; and we are confident Mr. Shadwell himself 
would be the first to admit, that viewed from that single point 
of view, his own claims and qualifications could not be fairly 
put in competition with such as we have referred to. Men of 
“ great acumen, good judgment and sound common sense,” are 
to be had for less than £2,000 a year; while perhaps even that 
salary is not more than sufficient to induce leading practitioners 
to relinquish theirt business for the work of such an office as 
that of ‘Taxing-master. 





BILLS OF EXCHANGE. 

1. Would any of your able and intelligent readers say. whether 
the words “for value received” are essential to be inserted im 
an inland bill or ordinary promissory note? 

2, Is.a bill or note dated 2nd of October, 1852, payable. te 
A. B. or order twenty-four months after date (due, therefore, on 
the 2nd of October, 1854), recoverable by action commenced 
any time before the 2nd of October, 1860? A demand has been 
made on drawer, who had long protracted the payment of a 
similar note payable six months before the above became dug, 
and both taken in satisfaction of the same original debt. 

May 2. R. E. J. 

~~ ----— - 


The Provinces. 


Bristou.—Mr. J. B. Grindon, the able coroner for this city, 
addressed a jury at the close of an inquest, on Monday the 30th 
‘ult., at Bedminster, on the subject of the controversy between 
‘county magistrates and coroners, and the contemplated altera- 
tion of the law in respect to coroners’ juries. After alluding to the 
powers conferred on coroners by the old statutes, written, as-he 
i stated, by lawyers who paid attention to what they were writing, 
and not hastily passed into law, like modern measures— 
-certain county magistrates seemed to look upon old laws as en- 
titled to less respect than new ones—he detailed the cases 
‘wherein coroners were authorised to hold inquests. The bick- 
erings between the county magistrates and the coroners had 
arrived at such a height, that the latter determined to apply to 
Parliament for redress, For a long time past the magistrates 
in eleven out of fifty-two counties of England and Wales 
had in many cases refused to allow the expenses of inquests 
though they had no doubt that the expenses were p 
incurred. A coroner whom he knew, and who would not hold 
an inquest unnecessarily, had recently stated that out of twenty 
seven he had the expenses of ten inquests disallowed. Now, 
the effect upon society generally was, that unless certain persons 
knew that the law would be rigidly carried out, they would be 
ready to cause the death of persons in whose decease they had 
an interest. The coroners had felt-so much aggrieved that 
they applied to Parliament to be paid by salary instead of by 
fees, so that they should no longer be under the imputation 
that they held inquests simply for the sake of what was thereby 
ined. The law required the coroner to lose no time, after 
having notice of a death, in holding an inquest; one law said 
he was at once without delay to hasten there; another old law 
book stated that the moment he had notice he was hastily to go 
A Bill was accordingly introduced into Parliament by the co- 
roners, and a parliamentary committee heard evidence upon the 
subject; and at the same time the magistrates introduced a very 
different Bill. The latter Bill was to the effect that a coroner 
had no right to hold an inquest upon his own judgment; but 
that it should be left to the policemen of the county to deter- 
mine when an inquest should take place, and they were to be 
the persons to furnish the evidence. However, the Home Secre- 
tary considered that the coroners ought not to be interfered 
with asto the inquests they held; and he was also of opinion that 
they should not be paid by salary. Sir G. C. Lewis, the Home 
Secretary, also proposed a reform in the manner of electing 
juries. From the earliest to the present time juries had been 
selected from ms residing in the parish where the death 
occurred, and the sole qualification was that the juryman had a 
sound head. One clause in the Bili introduced was to the 
effect that coroners’ jurymen were only to be taken from 
the jury-lists of the sheriff of the county. That would limit 
the choice of the officer who summoned the jury. Sir G.C 
Lewis likewise proposed that no one on @ coroner’s jury should - 
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be:paid. As he (the Coroner) had done what he could in the 
matter, it was now left in the hands of his fellow-citizens to 
take what steps they deemed right. 


CamBripGE.—The subject of the essay for candidates for 
honours in law at the University is as follows: —“ Should mari- 
time commerce be exempted from the exercise of hostilities?” 
The essays and the particular question selected by each can- 
didate for his vivé voce examination are to be sent in to the 
Regius Professor of Laws (at 25, Pembroke-street), on or before 
Thursday, the 18th of October, 1860. The vivd voce examina- 
tion will commence on Wednesday, the 24th of October, at 
10 a.m.,in the Law Schools. 


Lxxrps.—A deputation from Leeds, respecting the holding of 
@ separate assize within and for the West Riding of Yorkshire, 
had an interview with Sir G. Cornewall Lewis on Friday, the 4 th 
inst.,at the Home Office. The deputation consisted of Sir J. W. 
Ramsden, Bart., M.P., the Mayor of Leeds, Mr. Edward Baines, 
M.P., Mr. George S. Beecroft, M.P., Mr. William Beckett, Mr. 
Alderman Botterill, and Mr. Councillor Barrett. Mr. Baines 
intends to move in the House of Commons for a return of the 
number of civil causes tried at the assizes for the county of 
York, and of the number of criminal prosecutions at those 
assizes, from the North Riding, East Riding, West Riding, and 
Ainsty respectively, in each of the years 1856, 1857, 1858, and 
1859, together with the cost of the prosecutions and the amount 
paid to the witnesses from each of the three Ridings and the 
Ainsty, for each of the above years. 


Norts SHretps.—On Wednesday, the 2nd instant, the re- 
mains of Mrs. Tinley, wife of Mr. John Tinley, solicitor, were 
removed from her late residence in Dockwray-square, North 
Shields, and deposited in the family vault at the south-east end 
of the ruins of the venerable abbey of Tynemouth. In Dock- 
wray-square and along the road the funeral cortége had to 
pass the inhabitants drew down the blinds of their residences 
as a last mark of respect. She was a most affectionate wife 
and mother, and in her loss Mr. Tinley has suffered a sad 
bereavement, in which all classes in Shields most deeply sym- 
pathise. The bells of Christ Church rung muffled peals, and 
the flag was hoisted half-mast high during the funeral ob- 
sequies. 


Ereland, 





CHANCERY APPEAL COURT. 
SOLICITOR AND CLIENT. 
Orme v. Fetherstone—The Court of Appeal in Chancery was 
occupied during nearly the whole of last week in hearing 
this cause, in which the appellant is the widow of Mr. Thomas 
Orme, of the county of Mayo, and the respondent is Mr. Godfrey 
F ne, a solicitor of eminence, and for many years legal 
adviser to the Ecclesiastical Commission, and to four other im- 
portant public boards. ‘The facts of the case may be stated very 
shortly as follows:—Mrs. Orme was, under her settlement, en- 
titled to a jointure of £500 per annum on the estate of her late 
husband: and on the occasion of the estate being mortgaged to 
Dr. Radcliffe of the Consistorial Court, Mrs. Orme was _per- 
suaded by Mr. Fetherstone, who was the family solicitor, to ex- 
ecute a deed postponing her jointure to the mortgage, which she 
accordingly did. Some time afterwards a suit was instituted by 
the mortgagee, and a decree “to account” obtained, which de- 
clared the mortgage to be in priority to the jointure. Some 
years subsequently, a final decree having been in the meantime 
obtained, the mortgagee took proceedings in the (then) Incum- 
bered Estates Court, obtained an order for sale, and his charge, 
with arrears of interest, amounting to more than the market 
value of the property, he was allowed to become the purchaser, 
setting off, according to the practice of the Court in such cases, 
his demand against the purchase money. On this occasion (in 
the year 1852) a trust of the mortgage was then declared for 
Mr. Fetherstone himself, who was, it now appeared, the real 
mortgagee, having merely used Dr. Radelifie’s name 
in the transactions: and a conveyance was executed by the 
Incumbered Estates Court to Mr. Fetherstone, who has since 
been in undisturbed possession of the estate. Owing to 
. improvements effected by him, and to the general rise in the 
value of land, the estate is now worth considerably more than 
the amount of his purchase-money. Mrs. Orme now came 
forward to impeach the transactions, alleging that Mr. Fether- 
stone could not be allowed personally to profit by the advice 
he had given, advice which had induced her to waive her 

jointure; and{on the general ground that the relation 





of | 


solicitor and client existing between them had been abused; the 
real nature of the transaction having been concealed from her. 
Her first step was to apply to the Appeal Court, for a reversal 
of [the decree above referred to, so far as it declared the mort- 
gage to be the first in priority; the decree having been, in fact, 
the groundwork of the proceedings and sale in the other 
court; and this was the application now before the court. 
It may be remarked, that this is a mere commencement of 
hostilities. Mr. Orme, the appellant’s son, and the inheritor 
of the estate, is taking steps to compel Mr. Fetherstone to re- 
convey the estate to him, on the ground that a solicitor cannot 
be permitted under the forms of law to become purchaser of 
the client’s estate, especially at an undervalue, and when the 
real nature of the transaction is kept secret. Serious questions 
may arise as to the nature of the relief to be obtained, and the 
impediments thrown in the way by the Incumbered Estates 
Conveyance: the present application was, as above stated, 
only for alteration of the decree of 1848, declaring the mort- 
gage the first charge and the jointure of Mrs. Orme postponed 
to it. 

For the respondent Mr. Fetherstone, it was contended that 
the mortgage transactions were binding on the parties; and that 
Mrs. Orme had waived her jointure by a deed, the draft of 
which was approved of on her behalf by a Mr. S. V. Jackson 
acting as her solicitor. Further, that the concealment of the 
real lender took place from no improper motive; Mr. Fether- 
stone affirming that the loan was first negotiated on behalf of 
Dr. Radcliffe’s trustees, and that on their declining it he had 
put forward the name of another person, Dr. Radcliffe, merely 
to avoid the irregular payment of the interest, a result which 
would, he thought, be sure to follow, if the mortgage were 
openly taken by himself, he being, in fact, the friend and con- 
nexion of the borrowers. The respondent also contended that 
no loss or injury had been sustained by the Orme family in 
consequence of the deceit used—that no other person would 
have lent the money, unless the jointure had been waived; 
that a foreclosure or proceeding to a sale would have been, 
in any case, inevitable, owing to the incumbered state of the 
property; and he relied on the sale and conveyance to him by 
the Incumbered Estates Court, as having conferred on him a 
perfect title. 

In giving judgment, the Lorp CHANCELLOR stated the facts of 
the case, and said that he had no reason to doubt the respon- 
dent’s statement, that when the loan was first talked of, it was 
intended that Dr. Radcliffe’s trustees should be the lenders, 
although Mr. Fetherstone himself became the lender subse- 
quently. These trustees having declined to make the advance, 
there was nothing to prevent Mr. Fetherstone from himself 
doing so; and had he done it openly and without concealment 
the present investigation would not have become necessary. 
But Mr. Fetherstone had studiously concealed the fact of his 
being the real lender, and had, in the character of her profes- 
sional adviser, recommended Mrs. Orme to waive herjointure. 
A court of equity could not hold that he was entitled to reap 
this benefit from the advice he had given to his own client—she 
all the time believing that the advice was disinterested. She 
was, therefore, entitled to be placed in the same position as 
though she had not executed the deed, waiving her jointure. 
Stress had been laid on the fact of the draft deed having been 
approved of by Mr. Jackson on her behalf. That gentleman 
had not exercised a wise discretion in approving of such a deed; 
and seems to have known little about the transaction, 
and to have been also as ignorant as was Mrs. Orme of the 
fact that Mr. Fetherstone was the real lender. It appeared 
clearly that the intervention of Mr. Jackson was a mere form, 
and one which Mr. Fetherstone could not be permitted to rely 
on as protecting him from the consequences of his conduct. 
The Court would not consider that as the genuine intervention 
of a legal adviser on Mrs. Orme’s behalf, and all the evidence 
showed that Mrs. Orme’s interests had not been properly looked 
after, though the mere form of approving of the deed on her be- 
half had been gone through. Ali parties had been deceived, 
and the deed waiving the jointure must be declared frau- 
dulent and void; and consequently the decree of 1848, 
declaring the priorities, must be declared erroneous, 
and Mr. Fetherstone must be decreed to pay the 
costs to the present time. With “‘tespect to the 
question, how far the equitable jurisdiction of the Court could be 
exercised, to set aside the purchase in the Incumbered Estates 
Court, he would not at present give any opinion. The Court 
of Chancery might have to decide important questions in the 
subsequent stages of this case; and it might, perhaps, have to 
be considered what should be done to preserve the honour of 
the profession, and to prevent such abuse of confidence reposed 
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in a solicitor. No other point was, however, now to be pre- 
judged; and the Court would decide only that the appellant 
was entitled to the relief now sought. 

The Lord Justice (BLAcKBURNE) fully concurred. 

Serjt. Lawson, Brewster, Q.C., and Smith, appeared for Mrs. 
Orme; and Warren, Q.C., Sullivan, Q.C., and Exzham, for 
Mr. Fetherstone. 





BLACK LISTS, AND TRADERS’ CIRCULARS. 

At the monthly meeting of the Statistical Society, on the 
27th ult., Mr. Francis W. Brady read a paper on the printed 
lists of judgments, &c., obtained in the Courts, usually called 
‘black lists.” A large proportion of the members of the 
society present (the attendance being unusually large), ex- 
pressed their opinion on the subject; and it was clear that the 
majority were in favour of the continuance of these publica- 
tions—so divided is the public sentiment on this topic. Mr. 
Brady founded his objections mainly on the fact, that in Ire- 
land judgments are a common kind of security, confessed for 
many purposes not inconsistent with the perfect solvency of 
the judgment debtor—as, for instance, marriage settlements, 
where a bond is frequently given to the trustees, and judgment 
entered up on it. In the weekly lists of judgments, &c., for- 
warded to all who will subscribe for them, the solvent and the 
insolvent are all mixed up together, and the credit injured of 
both alike. Some of the judges have expressed themselves as 
unfavourable to these publications, and the Incorporated Society 
of Solicitors have, by memorial to the judges, sought to pro- 
hibit the obtaining of this information from the Rolls of the 
Courts, except to persons actually interested. On the other 
hand, it was contended, by the majority of those who expressed 
an opinion, that the Legislature has, by concentrating judgments 
in one office, accessible on payment of a small fee, and in other 
ways, shown an intention that obligations of this kind, as well as 
bills of sale, &c., should be made as public as possible. Further, 
that a man’s credit and ultimate means of payment are as much 
affected by friendly as by hostile judgments, and in case of his 
embarassment or bankruptcy, they will be levied or recovered 
quite as readily or more so. that no essential difference 
exists, as far as third parties are concerned, between judgments 
obtained by friends and those by adverse creditors. 

One suggestion was made which, if adopted, would do much 
to remove the ance felt to these publications by very 
many persons: it was as follows:—that the weekly list should 
be an official one, under the authority of the judges, or the exe- 
cutive, and should include everyjudgment, by whomsoever con- 
fessed. At present the printers of these lists are irresponsible; 
and as they publish a selection only of the judgments, &c., en- 
tered, they must be much troubled by solicitations, sometimes 
forcible ones, to suppress particular names. If the publication 
werean authorized and a perfectly impartial one, it would be 
much less offensive to the feelings of individuals. One other 
change might also be introduced—there would be no objection 
to its being stated, where the fact is so, that the judgment was 
obtained by trustees, &c., so as to show the real character of the 
obligation. With these alterations the “ lists” would soon lose 
the stigma which at present attaches to them in many minds, 
we which has ever been expressed by the title they popularly 
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ABERDEEN.—The failure of Messrs. Blaikie, legal practitioners 
and estate and bank agents, at Aberdeen, “ under painful circum- 
stances,” is announced. Their liabilities are said to exceed 
£200,000. 
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Foreign Tribunals anv Jurisprudence. 


THE LAWS OF FRANCE IN THEIR APPLICATION 
TO ENGLISH SUBJECTS, 
(By ALGERNON JonEs, Esq., Advocate in the Imperial Court 
of Paris.) 

The laws of foreign nations were long a closed book for the 
great majority of the educated classes in all countries. Con- 
tent to be informed of the rules of the legislation under which 
they were fated to live, they left all others to the researches of 
those who might have a personal interest therein, or to the in- 
quiries iof the few philosophers who were. disposed :to seek for 
gems of science in whatever bed they might be found to lie. 





Of late years, however, there seems to have been a marked 
change in this respect in most countries, in England as well as 
the rest. To many the legislation of foreign countries, far 
from being now a matter of indifference, has become a subject 
of much curiosity and interest. And well it may be so. 
Nations are as little disposed to be the subjects of experiments 
as individuals; and legislators should avoid, if possible, offering 
to them remedies not already tried, as mistakes in law-giving 
operate on too extensive a scale not to be disastrous in the ex- 
treme. To steer clear of these the annals of legislation will 
afford them the necessary instruction. In those annals the 
legislator will find the records of the involuntary experiments 
tried by other countries upon themselves. They will be to him 
what clinics are to a physician, a course of studies in which he 
will witness the operation of the various remedies applied to 
the evils of the social body. No doubt, such lessons should be 
followed. with discernment, taking into account the different 
constitutions of the patients; but, such allowance being made, 
the Legislature will thus learn by the success of others what to 
try, by their failures what to avoid, and will obtain the benefit 
of experience without paying its price. 

And in no body of laws will lessons of this description be 
found so various and so complete as in the laws of France, 
and that by reason of the motley origin, the manifold faculties 
and habitual activity of the French people on the one hand, 
and the various phases through which they have passed, on the 
other. Colonized or invaded at various times by the most 
different races, by the polished Greek as well as the devastating 
Hun; by the Frank fresh from the independence of the German 
forests, and by the legal-minded all-civilizing Roman, the 
original inhabitants of Gaul partly disappeared under the 
complicated fretwork of the various races which gradually 
overlaid them ; but none of the latter were so entirely inter- 
woven into the general fabric, as not to be for a long time 
distinguishable from the rest. And when in process of time 
the more conspicuous external characteristics wore off, the 
spirit and institutions of each race survived more or less in the 
regions where it had been predominant, and were long preserved 
by the. concentrating and isolating effect of the provincial 
divisions. A remarkable instance of this was exhibited in the 
vitality, at the beginning of this very century, of the Roman 
spirit and institutions among the inhabitants of such provinces 
as had been in close communion with the Roman empire. Such 
of the commissioners for the preparation. of the Code Napoleon 
as were natives of these provinces contended so stoutly for the 
introduction into the new code, the object of which was to do 
away with all relics of provincial laws, of the old Roman jus 
dotale, that it was actually enshrined therein, to the disfigure- 
ment of the plan of the code, and partial ion of the 
state of things which the new law was intended to set aside. 

But various as were the contributions enrolled in the shape of 
customs in the annals of French law by the different provinces, 
they were neither more numerous nor diversified than the 
enactments which were produced by the constitutions which in 
turn ruled France. It seems to have been the fate of that 
country to endure the extremest operations of almost every 
political principle; and each as it made room for its successor 
left a copious inheritance of laws stamped with the impress ot 
its peculiar character. The almost parliamentary dominion of 
the first French monarchs, the feudal system which in France 
was remarkably powerful, and pushed to an extreme degree of 
decentralization; the canon law, not always equally powerful, 
but always taking an extensive and frequently a beneficent 
jurisdiction over such matters as in France as well as in Eng- 
land it could under any religious plea bring within its scope; 
each and all of these added a large amount of law to the stock 
already provided by the customs of France, Over all these 
gradually arose the despotic system which at last prevailed, 
and which in its turn brought forward legions of laws after its 
image, some of which are to this day subjects of admiration 
and study. But the hoary institutions under the shadow of 
which France had grown, and which had afforded them shelter 
to her infancy, had little by little become too antiquated and 
narrow to give entire play to the expanding powers of a full 
grown people. Long had they been undermined by the current 
of philosophical doctrines, which had been slowly accumulati 
under their foundations. At last the stream burst forth. Slow 
and calm at first, it increased, it swelled, it rushed forth irre- 
sistible, and, in its all powerful fury, it sweptaway the venerable 
pile of institutions built up by the efforts of so many ages, and 
overlaid the ruins with the equalitarian alluvium brought down 
from its philosophical fountain head. Thus, when the troubled 
waters, subsided, and when in those calmer moments. which 
preceded the dawn of imperial despotism, France proceeded to 
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build up the edifice of her institutions anew, she found strewed 
around her and ready for use, the materials which had formed 
part of the ruined structure. It was among such a copions 
mine of materials, already proved by the experience of those 
who-had originally put them to use, that the new legislators 
selected the greater part of the substance of the system of laws 
they had to construct,—a system remarkable among other 
advantages for the unity of its plan, which they were not under 
the necessity of warping to fit any time honoured remains, all 
such having been swept away by the revolutionary torrent. A 
great advantage, no doubt, and which saved France from the 
inconveniences of patchwork legislation ; but which Heaven 
protect England from ever purchasing at the same price! How- 
ever, for fifty years and upwards have these new laws been in 
force in France, and the materials which they offer may there- 
fore the more confidently be relied on, having been tested 
for the most part by the twofold experience of the system which 
originally brought them forth, and that which has adopted 
them. No wonder; therefore, if various countries have wholly 
or partially adopted the codes of France, and if in England a 
desire has been frequently exhibited of imitating’ certain of 
their characteristic institutions, such as that of the tribunals of 
commerce, and the ministére public. 

But not to the legislator and the philosopher alone will the 
study. of the French lawi prove interesting. The lawyer and 
such of his clients as may have any connection with France will 
derive therefrom: less exalted and more practical benefits: the 
lawyer, for the proper advising and preparing of such legal 
instruments as are likely to come into operation in France; the 
elient; for the better appreciation, and, in certain cases, pre- 
vention of the ces which are likely to arise from any 
dealings with that country. Such dealings are daily becoming 
more frequent. The considerable commercial intercourse 
already existing between the two countries ison the eve of a 
eonsiderable increase, under the influence of the doctrines: not 
certainly of free, but of less fettered, trade so recently adopted 
by France. Nor is the intereourse between the two countries 
limited to commercial contracts and the exchange of their 
respective staples. The communion is social as well as com- 
mercial. Anchored by Providence: within sight of each other, 
they have been brought: together more closely still by the 
newly-conquered slaves to the genius of man which annihilate 
space and time—steam and electricity. A thrill of the'telegraph 
wire will convey an Englishman’s will, a few pulsations of the 
engine his person, into the centre of the French empire, whe- 
ther for purposes of business or of friendship; and individual 
ties_are entered into, and family as well as business connections 
are formed, by means of such increased faeilities of communica- 
tion, which little by little -will interweave the tendrils of the 
two nations so tightly as te prevent them being ever torn asun- 
der by the transient violence of political storms. But to return 
to-effects more immediate, and more within the province of this 
Journal, the consequences of this intercourse will be to give: 
rise: to legal relations of every description between the subjects 
of England and France, which must frequently lay them under 

; ity of obeying the commands or applying for the 
protection of the laws of one another. The-nature of such 
commands, the manner and circumstances in which such pro- 
teetion may be claimed, the treatment aliens may expect from 
the-native Courts, the severities they are likely to encounter 
from the practice therein, must therefore be to many in each 
country a subject of great and practical interest. 

(To be continued.) 
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,_ AustRaLia—In Australia a Divorce Bill has been passed 
sumilar to the one passed in England, but further enacting that 
ajudicial separation may be obtained on the ground of habitual 
drankenness, and that a complete divorce may be decreed where 
there has been desertion for four years. 


The following return has just been made from the gaol of 
eon owed rene «teehee prisoners tried during the 
year ; inguishing t tried before her Majesty’s 
judges, also those tried before the Recorder foo 
corporate judges; also showing the number of prisoners tried 
for offences. committed within the city of London, and those 
committed within the county of Middlesex, and other districts 
within the jurisdiction of the Central Criminal Court, for the 
same year:—Number of prisoners tried before her Majesty’s 
judges; 178;-number of prisoners tried before the Recorder, 
Common Serjeant, and Commissioners, 966; 


1,189; 
London prisoners, 300; Middlesex prisoners, 


total 
3 total, 1,189, 


Rebiews. 


As to the Obligation of the Owner of Minerals, held as a 
Tenement, to leave a Sufficient Support for the Surface. By 
W. Crarron Crayton, M.A., of Lincoln’s-im, Barrister- 

’ at-Law: Sweet: 1860. 

This is a terse, lucid, well-reasoned, pamphlet, of about 40 
pages, the object of which is‘to examine a series of modern de- 
cisions by which the rights of the owners of mineral property 
are seriously affected. The first of these cases is Harris v. 
Ryding, decided in the Court of Exchequer in 1839, where, 
on a conveyance of lands to a purchaser, excepting and reserv- 
ing to the vendor, his heirs and assigns, all coals, seams, and 
veins of coal, iron ore, and other mines, minerals, and metals; 
and all quarries of lime and other stone in or upon the premises 
granted, or any part thereof, with power to get and carry. away 
| the minerals reserved, and every part thereof, making a fair 

compensation to the purchaser for damage done to the surface 

and the pasture and crops thereon, it was decided that, in 
| working these excepted minerals, the owner was bound to leave 
| a sufficient support for the surface. Against the correctness 

: of this decision Mr. Clayton argues, and we think with much 

' force, on several grounds. He insists that it was contrary to 

. the words of’ the deed, which expressly excepted all the mine- 

iralsof whatever kind, with power to get them in every part 

‘of the lands conveyed—clear words, notwithstanding which 

| the Court held the intention to be that the purchaser should 

| have the surface free from all disturbance and risk, Mr. Clay- 
| ton argues at some length, that there was nothing either illegal 
| or unreasonable in the contract of the parties, as it stood ex- 
| pressed; that, to strike out or restrict the express words, was 

_not only contrary to every sound principle of construction, but, 

for all practical purposes unnecessary. discussing this 

; question, Mr. Clayton has brought into play not merely the 

‘rules of law, but that practical knowledge of mining concerns 

| which enables him to show that, in an agricultural point of 

' view, there is no inconvenience or loss from the subsidence or 

cracking of the surface for want of the support of the under 

lying minerals, the damage so caused being soon reparable b 

draining and levelling, while the mine owner (and, we may add, th 

community) sustains a serious loss, when a support to the sur 

face must be left. The Court, in Harris v. Ryding, having 
started with the assumption that the purchaser was intitled to 
an absolute and indefeasible surface, just as much as the occu- 
pier of'a first floor in Lincoln’s-inn is entitled to the support of 
the walls and foundation. of the d-floor tenement, and 
having settled this fiction of a surface in their minds, arrived 

‘readily enough at the conclusion that the mine-owner could 

not interfere with the surface, or, in other words, had no 

‘right to injure his neighbour’s property; but it is to be 

regretted that the Court did not more clearly show how 

ithe purchaser was entitled to the surface as a distinct 

‘tenement. Mr. Clayton justly observes that, as the excep- 

tion comprised not the coal only, but all free-stone and 

minerals, and as free-stone cannot be well wrought without 

‘disturbing the surface, it was clear the parties could not 

have contemplated the continuance of an unbroken surface. 

‘In another very remarkable case cited by Mr, Clayton, 

| Humphries v. Brogden, decided in Q. B. in 1850, where the 

soil and the minerals were held as separate tenements, but the 
instrument by which they were separated could not be shown, 
it was held that the,owner of the land had “an easement of 
common right created by the law” to have a sufficient support 

‘for the surface from the underlying minerals. But the learned 

‘writer asserts that no instance of such an easement can be found 

in the books, that the-common law does not give any. colour to 

such a right, and that the decision supposes, what is very. im- 
probable, viz. that the surface was granted eo nomine as % 
separate tenement, to be enjoyed free from injury by the 
working of the coal. We must express our agreement. with 
Mr. Clayton that this part of our law is not in @ satisfactory 
state, and we close our notice of this opportune tract 
(opportune, as regards the increased demands about to be made. 
on our mineral wealth as an article of commerce) by quoting 
part of its concluding sentences, ‘“ The false ground of Harris 

v. has never been exposed, ‘That ground, as we have 

seen, was that the deed then before the Court Vésted the surface 

im the grantee as a distinct and separate tenement to be held 

free from disturbance or risk; whereas the fact is, there was 

nothing in the deed to exempt it from injury, or generally from 
the operation of the powers given for getting the minerals rather 

jose gs Psa newer wane is clear that no part of . 
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A Treatise on Private International Law; or, The Conflict of 
Laws, with principal reference to its Practice in the English 
and other cognate Systems of Juri . By Joun WEst- 
LAKE, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister-at-law, and Fellow of 
Trinity College, Cambridge. London: Maxwell. 1858, 
Mr. Westlake states in his preface that his work “ under- 

takes to furnish the profession with a volume at once com- 
pendious and useful.” The best way of testing how he -has 
performed this promise will be to take one or two heads of 
Private International Law which have lately come under the 
consideration of the Courts, and to examine what help Mr. 
Westlake’s book would afford to the practitioner who might 
be called upon to consider them, But before we enter upon this 
inquiry, it will be well to draw from the introductory chapter 
of the book a definition of the subject upon which it treats. 
“ Private international law is that department of private 
jurisprudence which determines before the courts of what 
nation each suit should be brought, and by the law of what 
nation it should be decided.” This department of law lies 
between that of private municipal law on the one hand, and 
that of public international law on the other. Private muni- 
cipal law forms the lawyer's daily business. Public inter- 
national law respects disputes between States, which acknow- 
ledge no human superior, so that there is no tribunal to enforce 
its dictates. Private international law is administered by the 
ordinary tribunals of civilized countries. The first question that 
arises commonly is, ought the Court to entertain the cause? 
and the second, what law ought to be applied to it ? It is ob- 
vious that the rules of this branch of law are not binding upon 
our courts in the same sense as that in which the rules of our 
own private municipal law bind them. Decisions upon pri- 
vate international law are generally founded upon the writings 
of jurists, which the tribunals of all civilized countries agree 
to recognize; but which have only the conventional force which 
is thus given to them. One may often hear Sir C. Cresswell 
referring to Huber or Grotius in his judgments; and in a cer- 
tain sense those writers may be called authorities, but not in 
the same sense in which a judgment of the Prerogative Court 
isan authority. Mr. Westlake’s book is principally founded 
upon the writings of Continental and American jurists. Our 
own legal literature is comparatively deficient in treatises upon 
the general principles recognized by the tribunals of all coun- 
tries. Our law is peculiar to ourselves, and our school of law- 
yers has usually held itself aloof from foreign schools, On 
the Continent are many nations whose systems of private muni- 
cipal law are derived from the same source—the Roman jaris- 
prudence—and whose lawyers, therefore, enjoy a large 
community of thought. Hence, in the discussions of private 
international law, those lawyers would be likely to adopt similar 
lines of investigation, and to arrive at nearly similar 
results. At the same time, from the close juxta- 
position of many States, it is probable that questions of 
law would frequently arise between the subjects of different 
jurisdictions. Hence, upon the Continent, there has been both 
a disposition to study the principles of general jurisprudence, 
and an abundant opportunity of applying them. In America, 
each State of the Union may for many purposes be regarded as 
a distinct and independent sovereignty. Different laws prevail 
in different States, and the question of what law is to be 
applied to disputes between citizens either of the same or 
of different States arises frequently, so that the department 
of private international law has been much enriched by the 
writings of American jurists. The learned works of Chancellor 
Kent and Justice Story are found in every well-furnished 
English law library, and are frequently referred to by Mr. West- 
lake. Almost the only English work quoted by him is that of 
Mr. Burge, but of course he frequently refers to the reports of 
cases before the Privy Council and the House of Lords; and as 
the decisions bearing upon his subject are very numerous, and 
have proceeded from our most distinguished lawyers, they form in 
the aggregate a contribution to the science of private interna- 
tional law which is not unworthy to be compared with the pon- 
derous lucubrations of foreign jurists. But in the dearth of trea- 
tises professing to collect and systematise these decisions, Mr. 
bticr -sondy learned and laborious work has appeared very sea- 
sonably, 

We propose, in the first place, shortly to examine that part 
of Mr. Westlake’s book which treats of the international law 
of marriage; and with that object it will be well to direct atten- 
tion to the case of Simonin v. Malac, decided by the Divorce Court, 
on the 26th of last’ month. The suit was by the wife 
against the husband, for a decree of nullity of marriage. 
On ‘the 2ist June, 1854, the petitioner Valerie Simonin, 
went through the ceremony of marriage with the respon- 





dent Leon Malac, at a church in London. Two days after- 
wards the parties returned to Paris. They did not cohabit. 
The marriage was alleged to be in contravention of the 
law of France. The parties were both French subjects 
domiciled in France at the time of the marriage. The peti- 
tioner was then twenty-two, and the respondent twenty-nine 
years of age. In December, 1854, the Tribunal of First Instance 
of the Department of the Seine declared the pretended marriage 
null and void. The respondent had been served at Naples 
with a copy of the petition, but did not appear. The questions 
which arose were first, whether the Divorce Court had 
jurisdiction over Malac; and secondly, if it had, whether the 
marriage was null and void according to English law. The 
42nd section of the Divorce Act authorises service of the pro- 
cess of the Court upon a party out of the jurisdiction; and 
one argument on behalf of the petitioner on the first 
question was founded upon this section. It is possible that an 
English lawyer whose studies had been confined entirely to the 
law which is of daily application in our courts, might think 
this argument conclusive. But an attentive reader of Mr. 
Westlake’s book would at once perceive its weakness. In the 
eyes of the student of private international law, it is not 
enough that an Act of Parliament should confer upon a court 
a power which may be used so as to reach foreigners; but the 
question is, whether upon the principles which are 
generally recognised by jurists, such power can be legitimately 
exercised. There isa passage in Mr. Westlake’s book where 
he mentions the case of Maclaren v. Stainton, 16 Beav. 
287, which may be usefully referred to upon this subject. In 
that case the question was, whether the Court of Chancery 
could issue an injunction against a Scotch company, upon serviceof 
notice of motion at the agency office of the company in England. 
The Master of the Rolls, considering the office as a dwelling-house 
within the meaning of the rules of practice of the Court, did 
not doubt his power to issue an injunction. But the order was 
reversed on appeal (5 Ho. of Lds. 416), on the ground of defect 
of jurisdiction. ‘he principle of this decision was adopted by 
the Divorce Court in the case before it, and accordingly it pro- 


ceeded to seek for some foundation of its jurisdiction more satis-- 


factory to the students of universal jurisprudence, than a clause 
in the Act to which the Court owes its origin. Another argu- 
ment was attempted to be built upon the fact that the peti- 
tioner had resided in England since 1857. It was said that 
England was now her domicile, and therefore she was entitled 
to sue in England; but the Court answered that this was beg- 


ging the question, because, if the marriage was valid, the wife's - 


domicile was that of the husband, which was not England. 
Here, again, the reader of Mr. Westlake’s book would remember, 
that a certain amount of support to this argument of the peti- 
tioner may be drawn from some American authorities, which, 
however, Mr. Westlake very effectually combats. He would 
agree on this point with the Divorce Court, and probably even 
lawyers who had never read a line of international law would 
arrive at the same conclusion. But there was still a third and 
a better argument in support of the jurisdiction of the Court, 
The validity of a contract is to be determined by the law of 


the place where it was made.- Upon this principle of applying . 


to the case the lex loci contractis, as jurists call it, the Divorce 
Court felt itself authorised by international law to entertain 
the suit. Sir C. Cresswell said that “ the parties, by professing 
to enter into a contract in England, mutually gave to each 
other the right to have the force and effect of that contract de- 
termined by an English tribunal.” Therefore, there was no- 
thing contrary to natural justice in allowing the petitioner to 
sue here. 

The Court then proceeded to consider whether a marriage 
duly solemnised in England between parties of full age, and 
capable by English law of contracting it, was held to be null and 
void because the parties, being foreigners, contracted it in England 
in order to evade the law of the country to which they belonged 
and in which they were domiciled. It appeared that, by the 
law of France, the marriage was void; and the question was, 
whether the Court was to deal with this marriage according to 
the law of France or the law of England. - A good illustration 
is afforded here of the meaning of the title “Conflict of Laws,” 
which is often applied to the subject of Mr. Westlake’s treatise. 
The Court said it was a general rule of jurists, that a 
marriage good in the country where it was celebrated, should 
be held good everywhere, and the converse; but this rule was 
subject to some few exceptions, such as incestuous marriages 
and marriages absolutely prohibited by the public law of the 
country of domicile from motives of policy. This apsaes < 
tion was doubtless noticed by the Court because Sir C. 
opinion, delivered in Brook v. Brook, 3 Sm.& G.481, s.c.6 W. R. 
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110, was founded on it. In that case, it will he remembered, 
the marriage of a domiciled Englishman with. his deceased 
wife’s sister celebrated in a country where such marriages are 
lawful, was held void, because such marriages are absolutely 
prohibited by the English law. In that case, therefore, the. lex loci 
contractis did not prevail. But a case which came nearer to 
the present was that of Crompton v. Bearcroft, 2 Hagg. Cons. 
444, where a marriage was recognised as valid in this country, 
although it was celebrated in Scotland between English domi- 
ciled minors without their parerts’ consent, and although the 
parties had resorted to Scotland fer the purpose of evading the 
law of England, which required such consent. In the case 
before the Court, the French Tribunal held the marriage void, 
not because it was absolutely prohibited by the law of France, 
but because it was contracted in England with the intention of 
evading the requirements of the French law as to notices and 
consent of parents. On such a case the authority of Crompton 
v. Bearcroft appears to be conclusive; and, accordingly, the 
Court disregarded the French decree, and adjudged the. mar- 
riage good, The unfortunate consequence follows that the 
petitioner is held to bea wife in England, and not a wife in 
France. For this result, we abe ay 

blame the French, and the French Court, doubtless, would 
return the compliment. This inconvenient conflict of French 
and English law and lawyers is not uncommon, and we may 
expect that one effect of the new Divorce Court will be to in- 
crease it, and to raise in course of time a crop of intricate liti- 
gation, which will make’ such books as Mr. Westlake’s more 
familiar and more necessary to the practitioner than they have 
hitherto been. Our relations with France may, perhaps, become 
more intimate, but there will still remain between the two 
nations a great dissimilarity of ideas; and hence we shall per- 
petually see the judges of one country disregarding the deci- 
sions of the other, while professing to be guided by the true 
principles of international law. Books which expound these 
principles will thus come more and more into request, and 
practitioners who make them their peculiar study will increase 
in business and in consideration. 

Let us now see what would be the utility of Mr. Westlake’s 
book to the practitioner who had to consider such questions as 
arose in Simonin v. Malac, We can confidently recommend the 
careful perusal of the whole volume to the student who desires 
to prepare his mind for.a class.of discussions which are likely 
to become more frequent in all the English Courts, Mr. 
Westlake has read widely, and thought deeply upon his sub- 
ject. He displays an intimate familiarity with the Roman law 
and its commentators, and with the writings of eminent jurists 
of all times and countries, and with the reports of English and 
American cases which bear upon the points discussed by him. 
We think that he clearly sees and coriectly follows principles; 
but there is a want of lucidity in his expositions, and we have 
met with passages where close and repeated examina- 
ation was necessary to apprehend his meaning. The 
student will not find this book an easy one to master. 
A few writers might have made it easier, and many 
might have made it less laborious and accurate. . We do not con- 
sider it by any means seyere censure of a law treatise to say 
that it is difficult; and, on the other hand, Mr Westlake has 
published only one moderate sized volume, in. which he dis- 
cusses a great variety of questions of extreme complexity, and 
carries the reader oyer a vast field of law in which an infinite 
number of learned and voluminous writers have exercised 
themselves for several centuries, Mr, Westlake says in his pre- 
face that “the practising lawyer is more likely to refer to the 
book than to peruse it.” In our opinion it is adapted rather 
for perusal than for reference. Probably it couldnot have been 
made more useful than it is for. the latter purpose, without 
adding largely to its bulk. We will turn, however, to chapter 
XI., on “ Marriage,” and select from subdivision I. “ Constitution 
of the Marriage,” two or three passages which a) pear to us to 
have the closest application to the case to which we have 
before referred. 


“ There are three objections to the constitution of a marriage 
which turn on ineapacity in some sense or r, and clear 
ideas in respect to them are indispensable from,the beginning. 
These are, that the parties have not attained the age of consent: 
that they have attained it, but not that farther age at which 
the authorisation of parents or guardians is necessary to the 
validity of the consent: and that the parties are within the 
prohibited degrees of affinity, or are affected by religious vows.” 


The second of the three objections here enumerated was that 
rélied on by the French Court when it. annulled the marriage, 
that is to say, one of the parties was within the age up to which 


the English Court. would |) 
ert rhein te | Westlake’s view of international law is, that “the code of one 





‘the French law requires the: consent of parents. We take this. 
‘to. be the meaning of the words “ that they have attained it, but 


i not, &.;” but that meaning appears doubtful, and the passage 


furnishes an example.of the occasional obscurity of Mr. West- 
lake's style. 

“ The necessity of an authorisation by parents or guardians 
is a protection which positive law throws round a will pre- 
sumed to be weak, and is therefore in principle a matter of 
policy and institution, like the relief’ granted to expectant heirs 
against catching bargains. It can therefore, from its own nature 
claim no recognition at. the hands of a foreign law. Butsince the 
age of consent is in most, or all, civilized nations placed so 
early that such a protection is held to be necessary for some 
period after it, a weakness of judgment remaining after the age 


, of consent may, in the mutual dealings of members. of those 


nations, be accepted for a fact.as general and primary as those 


of-nature: and in mutually receiving the evidence of positive 
‘law with regard to its existence, and the remedies supplied by 
| positive law for it, they will be acting in a manner analogous 
| to. the former case.” 


The “former case” is that of capacity, on which Mr, 


\nation accepts the provisions of another as. to its. members,” 


The effect of this passage therefore is, as far.as.it goes, adverse 
to the decision of the Divorce Court, But, the practising 


lawyer would probably desire to find, if possible, some more 
‘conclusive reasoning or authority on the case before him. 


There is, however, in the following pegs a very clear, state- 
ment of the French law upon which the Tribunal acted. 


“ As the omission of the publications ordered: by. Art. 63 is not 
an absolute cause of nullity when the marriage.is contracted in 
France, so it has been decided. that it will only nullify the 
mazriage of a Frenchman contracted abroad, when it took 
place dans un but de clandestinité et afin de se soustraire aux 
exigences. de la loi Frangaise.” 

And we come now to a passage which is very distinct and 
practical, and exactly applicable to the point upon which we 
are seeking for assistance :— 


“TJ have already intimated my. opinion that the lex loci. con- 
tractés may reasonably adopt any. consent of parents or guar- 
dians, required. for. the marriage of either party.in his or her 
domicile, as the condition without which it will not. give bind: 
ing force to the forms of their contract. In doing so, it would 
simply follow a comity so widely spread. that the language. of 
laws, when not, positively excluding. it, may be fairly taken to 
presuppose it. . . - It is, certain, however, that the British 
courts have not hitherto adopted this view, but have persevered 
in maintaining that no other consents than those which the lex 
loci contractis demands for the marriage of its own subjects are 

for the marriage of foreigners celebrated within its 
jurisdiction. . . . Considering, however, the intimate con- 
nection between these points, and that on illegality by con- 
sanguinity, it may well be doubted whether such a decision 
will be made, since Brook v. Brook, in a new case,” 


On the whole, therefore, the opinion to be derived from Mr. 
Westlake’s book is, that before Brook v. Brook, the Divorce 
Court would certainly have decided as it did; but, since that 
case, it might have been expected to decide otherwise. Qn so 
difficult a question it is no reproach to Mr. Westlake that. the 
doubt he expresses has not, so far, been justified. We will con- 
clude by repeating, as the result of our examination, that this 
treatise Jemands careful reading and will well repay it, 





The Law Magazine and Law Review ; or, Quarterly Journal: 
of Jurisprudence. For May, 1860. London: Butterworths. 


In a recent notice of this periodical we took occasion. to 
speak of the marked improvement in its general character and 
tone which has been observable during the past year. The 
current number contains a valuable article on the present 
state of Lunacy Law and its defects, and also arti- 
cles upon the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Bill, the 
Joint Stock Companies’ Bill, and the Lord Chancellor's 
Law and Kquity Bill, which will highly _ inte- 
resting to those who are interested im ing measures of 
legislation. A contribution upon the consolidated orders 
of the Court of Chancery, and another upon judges’ 
chambers in common law, show that practical subjects 
are not neglected, ‘Topics of more general Peg more 
literary, interest are treated in an article n the liberty 
of the French bar, and in a Cae a the late 
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upon 2 politico-legal 
subject of abiding ‘interest to Englishmen, We. haye also. a 
very, clever review of Mr. Hilliard’s Law of Torts, and a 
grave and somewhat judicial summary of the. transactions of 
the Juridical Society. Indeed, the contributions are so numer- 
ous and various. that we can searcely, pretend to give even a 
list id them. What we have mentioned, however, we can-com- 
men 
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Societtes and Enetitutions. 


LONDON AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 

The annual general meeting of this society was held. on 
Friday, the 13th of* April, 1860. 

Mr. Law (the deputy chairman) presided. 

The following report and balance sheet were read: by the 
secretary :— 

The directors, in meeting the proprietors at the close of the 
fourteenth year of the serie 's existence, feel that they have 
cause again to co ate them upon the suceess which has 
resulted from the transactions of the year. 

The new business of the year 1859 consists of 127 policies, 
assuring the sum of £128,078—-the ums upon which have 
amounted to £3,683 5s. Aihough these results. exhibit, a 
decrease upon those of the previous year, the directors feel'that 
they are attributable to causes beyond their control, it. being 
well known that the amount of new business transacted, by 
almost every insurance office has in like manner diminished. 
The average amount of each policy is still above £1,000, 

The number of policies in force on the 31st December Jast, 
was 963, assuring 41,030,168, yielding in premiums 
£31,088 6s. 2d, per annum. The claims paid during the year 
were fourteen in number, amounting, inclusive of bonuses, to 
£7,193 19s. 2d., which but ; exceeds the amount: paid 
under this head in the. year 1858, 

The claims which have ocourred during the year amounted 
to £12,896 18s. 2d; the difference ope be @ debit in the 
account of the current year. The amount, however, is still 
below the estimate computed from the date on which the 
—' 's tables were founded. 

vocietgs. ane from all sources during the year, as 
will seen from the account, was very nearly £40,000, and, 
after payment of all claims and expenses, the receipts exceeded 
the disbursements by £20,768. 

The charges of management are on. the usual economical 
scale, and have exceeded those of the previous year. 

The directors, after very careful consideration, decided u 7 
a modification of the scale of premiums formerly charged, 
has reference more apr to the premiums for assurances 
for terms of years. directors, in, making this reduction, 
‘have taken care that the amended rates shall M1 till be sufficient 
to afford the most ample security; and they believethat it- will 
lead to a considerable inorease in the assurances of this class. 
The rates for assurances “with profits” are bug; slightly altered, 
but. those “without profits” have been materially reduced. 

The new scale of premiums came into operation on the Ist 
January, 1860. 





The directors have further to report, that, in conangnenne of | 
toc 


facilities afforded by the establishment of joint s banks 

in the immediate neighbourhood of the office, they have opened 

> qeemana: Re Temple-bar Branch of the Union Bank of 
on 

The directors have: to regret the loss, by death, of three 
valued members of the board, viz.:—Messrs. Fisher, Pickering, 
and Powell; Mr, Pickering had been one of the trustees of the 
Society. from its commencement. 

The board have added to.the number of the. society’s trus- 
ieee the names of the deputy chairman, Mr. Jay, and Mr. 

ones. 

“The directors who retire by rotation are ag Rani, Bell, 
Bloxam, Freeman, Gwinnett, Jay, Lawrence, Loftus, Slater, 
Tilleard, and Vizard; they are all eligible for re-election. 
Mr. Paul (auditor for the assured) and Mr. Roberts (auditor 

rhe nevarieters), sien... cnt, of see, pursuant, to the deed 
re-election, 


of settlement, but are eligible for 
“In conclusion, the directors.remind the. proprietors that 
} division of profits. will.be made up to the 3st Pen 


Be heyy i ot antl Bacall suthy Ra, 


by the united. en- 
the. progress of 


| sheentp inthe ehyenatiit present: quinquonaia’ yueied 

may surpass that of any of its predecessors. 

Reostets AND EXPENDITURE, DURING THE YEAR ENDING 
3isr Dacian 1859. 





Dr. sa & £ a4. 
To Balance from 3ist December, 1858— 

At the Bank of England.......... 

Te RARE occcvccccccusedtavecoece 
4,356 1 3 

»» Premiums pba ees peccnccccrccccees 
" : 91,280" 2 10 
- Dividends Gnd Tteresb. ccccccccceccsccccccesceseses 8,024 7 3 
»» Fines for Revival of Lapsed Policies. ee 490 
» Investments Repaid ........++.+0++ ee 41,839 13 9 
» Commission on Re~ASsmrances ...'r4.cessscceseesecss 148 12 10 
£85,653 6 1! 


‘ ’s Investments on the 31st: December, 1859, were as follows :— 
£19,626 19 9 £3.per-cent. Consols, 
19,244 8 6 New 3 per vcub: Annuities. 
2,691 15.10 £3per- cent. Reduced: 
10,000 0 0 Londen and South Western Railway Debentures. 
10,000 © 0 London and North Western ditte. 
148,481 16 2 Mortgages and other Investments. 
6,305 15 1 Society’s House. 










Cr. # ud 2 3s, 4. 
By Proprietors’ Dividends........sesesssse0 bbdccdedic . 2,78 b O 
» Ground Rent (less £3 3s. Property, Tax). 80,17 @ 

» Rates and Taxes (including Income Tax) = - 5 
4 & & 
2 110 
522 1 4 
noe 
Tete 3 

oy Stati and Occceseccccessse 1 
» << oe 80 14 10 
» Po xa 1@ 
& 2 
M4 0 





9 3 
C onebneeesess ciipakhassshenhaheehaadnae 79 
e@ 3 
» Premiums on Re-Ass bi 5 
» Annuities hee 6 0 
», Claims under Fourteen Eotslos, ngieding eam. scocee 7 1g 2 
—— ee ered Policies . ewe 7% & 5 
¢ MOOD occ cccccctecccteoce hbntenddbennnseaees 6497016 5 
= > Power of Attorney coesesecpscen Opeccccos Ate capna oe bb é 
»» Balance 3Ist Doasapher, 1839: — 
At the Bank of England ........ * 1997 7 7 
pr erre rr 66 > 
: 1,993, 15: 9 
285,653 611 
We have carefully examined this Account, and find the same correet. 
Ba Paes | 
‘ames W: " 
Josian 7. Pans,  ¢@ditens 
Pu, RoBests, 


Examined by us this 10th February, 1860, j 

JomN- : 

Joun 0, Tene Direetors, 
Tuomas. Lorrus, } 

March 8, 1860, Groner M, Burr, Chairman: 


The CHAIRMAN, in moving its adoption, observed that, althongh 
the sum assured with, the office during the: past’ year was 
rather less than in the previous year,, the off had not 
arisen from 0 Ne ace 
the society, but from a general though, temporary depression in 
the business. of life assurance: in 1859, Still, the business 
which had been tne Gn.ethe at cue and ex- 
ceedingly good in its.character. ‘The policies they had. isaued 
during the year exceeded £1,000: each pany the. average, The 
total amount assured was. $128,078, and. 
in premiums was £3,683 5s. This was not equal, ta. the- pre 
ceding year, but, taking the i of the whole 
falling off was but very.stight. With respect to- the: reduction 
which had been made in the rate of premium on assurances for 
terms of years, he might observe that the secretary, who. was 
always alive to the interests of the society, represented: that the 
rate charged by this office on such policies was somewhat higher 
than that charged by other offices. That of itself would. not 
have weighed with the directors, but finding, upon looking: at 
the rate of mortality, as well as- what. other’ offices: were: 
that they could safely adopt the change, they, resolved: 
They had also considerably reduced therate 
policies without profits, but only slightly those 
the profits; as any a ag or Gp ham 
would be likely to reduee the quinquennial. bonuses, He 
thought he might claim some credit for the directors in: 
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on account of claims was £7,198; and he understood that, ac- 
cording to the number of policies issued, and the amount, it 
might have been double that sum. The management had not 
sought to do a large but safe business, and he was very happy 
to say the result was that the lives did not fall in so rapidly in 
this as in other offices. 

Mr. Lake seconded the motion, which was carried unani- 
mously. 

The direstors retiring by rotation and the auditors were 
then re-elected; and after a vote of thanks to the chairman and 
his co-directors the meeting separated. 
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Law Students’ Fournal. 


CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE EXAMINATION, 
Easter TERM, 1860. 

[Candidates’ names appear in Italic, and Solicitors’ to whom articled, or 
assigned, in Roman type.) 

- George Peter—Edward Lawford; James William Water - 

ouse. 

Almack, Henry Horn.—Richard Almack. 

Ashton, John.—Albert. Harrison. 

—_— William Francis Harvey—Alfred Turner; Charles 

iddey. 

Bailey, John Frederick.—Jobn Bailey; Henry Kimber. 

Barker, Joseph Huggins.—James Walker; George Brodrick. 

Barter, Francis Eldon —Robert Baxter. 

Bayley, William Henry.—Richard Henry King; Joseph Lott. 

Beard, Joshua Tovell.—Richard Newman. 

Bellingham, James Gordon.—William Bennett Freeland. 

Bigg, Charles Oliver.—James Kingsford. 

Bigg, Edward Francis.—William Atkinson Langdale. 

Brooking, Nicholas—Robert Fraucis. 

Brown, Francis Edward—Charles Henry Turner; Thomas 


rown. 

Butler, Walter —Jobn Butler, Jun. 

one. James.—Julius Gaborian Shepherd; William 
yatt. 

we Henry Sadleir—Edward Banner; Thomas Goad 
ain. 


Cattlow, William Ford.—Edward Daniel; James Sharp, Jun. 

Cheston, Thomas Charles.—Henry Reynolds. 

Collins, John.—John Atkinson. 

Crowther, Timothy —Edward Allen. 

Peas, eiewrgs Alfred.—Wilson C, Cruttwell; Edmund B, 
ure 


Dizon, John.—George Henry Blackwell. 

Dowson, Benjamin.—Richard Enfield; Henry Roscoe. 
Drake, Arthur Cranch—Thomas Edward Drake, 
Drawbridge, Charles Parker.—Joseph Rayner. 

Durham, John, Jun —John Parrott. 

Eldred, Charles Joseph—John Thomas Grover. 

Fache, Charles James.—Edward Bannister. 

Ford, Wharton.—Matthew Ford. 

a Gilbert Francis. — Richard Spencer; William 





Forster, Thomas.—Thomas William Keenlyside. 

Foulkes, Thomas.—Meilir Owen; Henry Lloyd Jones. 

Fullagar, Lewis Greene—John Edward Fullagar. 

Games, George.—William Games. 

Garrett, Richard Eydon—William Pulteney Scott. 

Garrod, Charles William.—Edmund Davies. 

Gastrell, Henry Thwaites—George Burges. 

Glasier, John Samuel Bedford—John Thomas Tweed; 
George Tash Tweed; Edward Jones. 

Glover, John —Thomas Walker. 

Grant, James.—John Joshua Jebb. 

Green, Frederick, M.A.—Francis Thomas Bircham. 

Grout, John—Algernon Wells. 

Grundy, Thomas.—Robert Milligan Shipman; James Barratt. 

Handson, Henry.—John Dabbs, 

Harding, William Septimus.—Arthur Ryland. 

Hart, John.—Richard Hart. 

Hawkins, Frederick Charles.—John William Hawkins. 

Hawley, ae Hulme.—Joseph Challinor. 

Houseman, Henry.—Edward Tylee. 

Hoyle, Theodore.—John Theodore Hoyle. 

Hulbert, Henry Vernon.—Henry Hale Hulbert. 

Inman, Robert.—James Brunskill; John Scott. 

ot Edward.— Benjamin Wilson; Henry Edmund 


Jones, John Griffith—Richara James. 





Jones, William Lucas.—Charles James Jones. 

King, John.—John Wardale King. 

Laing, John Fenwick.—Thomas Carr Lietch. 

Leadbitter, Edward.—Robert Leadbitter; Henry Newton. 

Massey, Thomas.—William Slater. 

Mayhew, Walter—John Mayhew. 

Middleton, John William —William Middleton. 

Nanson, Henry.—Henry Vallance. 

Nicolls, Edward.—John Dingley. 

Nightingale, Allen Jackson.—Robert Wilton. 

Pankhurst, Richard Marsden, B.A. — George Edensor 

en. 

Parker, George Bass.—George John Huson, 

Peatchcott, John.—Nicholas Were. 

Pemberton, Henry Leigh.—Edward Leigh Pemberton. 

Perrin, Samuel Henry,—Robert Leonard, jun. 

Phillips, Thomas Adams.—Mark Anthony Reyroux. 

Potter, Thomas.—Thomas Williams. 

Pritchard, Alfred John.—William Pritchard; Nathaniel B. 
Engleheart. 

Ram, Wiilett—Simon Batley Jackaman. 

Rawlins, Leonard Irvine Butlin.—Frederick Richard Thomas. 

Robinson, James.—William Kennett. 

Rowe, Joshua Brooking.—Herbert Mends Gibson. 

Rowland, Frederick Browne.—William Rowland; Henry 
Richards. 

Russell, Henry.—Alfred Russell; Edward Lawrance. 

Savage, Arthur William.—George Wilde. 

Sayce, James.—Cornelius Lloyd. 

Serjeant, Frederick Robert.—John Serjeant. 

Shakespeare, William.—George Garland; Henry Plunkett. 

Shiers, James——Ben Nichols; John Henry Kays. 

Skurray, Thomas, Jun.— Thomas Skurray; Thomas W. 
Gibbs. 

Spanton, Alfred.—Coulton and Beloe. 
quire, Dennis Brown.—William Worship; Henry Palmer. 

Stokes, Joseph.—Edward Marcus Warmington. 

Stubbs, Edward—John Latham. 

Stubbs, John Richard.—William Hirst. 

Sturges, Decimus, B.A.—Young, Vallings, and Jones. 

Summerlin, Thomas Hopkins.—¥eake; Sanford. 

Swinburne, Thomas.—Joseph Willis Swinburne. 

Talbot, William Henry.—William Talbot; Philip Henry Law- 


rence. 

Tanner, William Benford.—John Tanner. 

Taunton, John Bird, LL.B.—John Henry Bolton. 

Taylor, James Henry— Thomas Taylor; Adam Fox. 

Taylor, Rowland.—John Taylor. 

Tombs, Edward John.—John Chubb; Richard Mullings. 

Tomlinson, William Urwick.—William Urwick. 

Trimmer, George Bradley.—Baker Smith. 

Voules, Charles Henry—Benjamin Wilson; Henry Edmund 
Voules. 

Lk John Berry.—Baker John Gabb. 

Webb, John.—Alexander Simcox; William Flux; William 
Savage Poole. 

Webster, Thomas.—Thomas Toulmin. 

Wheatley, Frederick.—Edward Woolford James. 

Wilson, John William.—James Parker. 

Wilson, William Richardson.—Joseph Unwin Harwood ; Hugh 
Shield. 

Winstanley, James.—Robert Slaney. 

Zimmermann, Edward.—John Evans. 





EXAMINATION AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Easter Term, 1860. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the roll of 
attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the examiners 
recommended the following gentlemen, under the age of 26, as 
being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

Grorcr PETER ALLEN, aged 25, who served hisclerkship to 
Messrs. Lawford, of Drapers’ Hall, London; and Messrs. Law- 
ford and Waterhouse, of Drapers’ Hall, London. 

Witzterr Ram, aged 21, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Simon Batley Jackaman, of Ipswich; and Messrs. Aldridge and 
Bromley, of Gray’s Inn, London. 

Henry Hanpson, 21, who served his clerkship to Mr. 


John Dabbs, of Stamford; and Messrs, Parker; Rooke, and 
Parkers, of Bedford Row, London, 

JosHua TovEt. Bearp, aged 21, who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs. Newman & Harper, of Hadleigh; and Messrs. 
Cree & Last, of Gray’s Inn, London, 
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The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accord- 
ingly awarded the following prizes of books:— 

To Mr. Allen, the prize of the Honourable Society of Clit- 
ford’s Inn. 

To Mr. Ram, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 


Society. 
To Mr. Handson, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 


Society. 

To Mr. Beard, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 

The examiners have also certified that the following candi- 
dates, whose names (with the exception of that of Mr. Mayhew, 
whom the examiners think deserving of especial notice) are 
placed in alphabetical order, passed examinations which entitle 
them to commendation :— 

Water MarYHeEw, aged 21, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. John Mayhew, of Wigan. 

NicHoLas Brookine, aged 22, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. Robert Francis, of Newton Bushel, Devon; and Messrs. 
Church, of Bedford-row, London. 

Grorce ALFRED DANIEL, aged 21, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. Wilson Clement Cruttwell, of Frome; and Messrs, 
Church, Langdale, and Prior, of Southampton-buildings, London. 

BensamMin Dowson, aged 23, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Enfield, of Nottingham; and Messrs. Sharpe, Field, and 
Jackson, of Bedford Row; and Messrs. Field and Roscoe, of 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London. 

Joun SAMUEL BEeprorD GLASIER, aged 21, who served his 
clerkship to Mr. John Thomas Tweed, of Lincoln; and Mr. 
George Tash Tweed, of Lincoln’s-inn-fields; and Messrs. Jones, 
of Millman-place, London. 

Wriit1am Septimus Harpine, aged 22, who served his 
clerkship to Messrs. Ryland and Martineau, of Birmingham ; 
Pr ee Sharpe, Jackson, and Parker, of Bedford Row, 

ndon. 

Henry Houseman, aged 23, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Tylee, of Essex-street, London. 

JouN GrirFiTH JONES, aged 21, who served his clerkship 
to Mr, Richard James, of Llanrwst; and Messrs. Hawkins, 
Bloxham, and Hawkins, of New Boswell Court, London. 

JoHN WittiamM MIDDLETON, aged 21, who served his 
clerkship to Mr. William Middleton, of Leeds. 

Henry LeicH PEMBERTON, aged 24, who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs. Pemberton and Meynell, of Whitehall Place, 
London. 

HeEnrY Russet, aged 21, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. Alfred Russell, of Dartford ; and Messrs, Lawrance, Plews, 
and Boyer, of Old Jewry Chambers, London. 

Dennis Brown Squire, aged 24, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. William Worship, of Yarmouth; and Mr. Henry Palmer, 
of Yarmouth; and Messrs. Sudlow, Torr, Janeway, and 
Tagart, of Bedford Row, London. 

Witt1aM BENFORD TANNER, aged 23, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. John Tanner, of Speenhamland, Berkshire, and 
Messrs, P. and W. B. Nelson, of Essex-street, London. 

Joun Brrp Taunton, LL.B., aged 22, who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs Bolton and Filder, of Lincoln’s-inn, London. 

JaMEs IizNRY TayLoR, aged 22, who served his ‘clerk- 
ship to Mr. Thomas Taylor, of Manchester; and Mr, Adam 
Fox, of Manchester. 

The Council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 
merit. 

The examiners have further announced to the following 
candidate that his answers to the questions at the examination 
were highly satisfactory, and would have entitled him to a 
certificate of merit, if he had been under the age of 26:— 

CHARLES JosePH ELDRED, aged 35, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. John Thomas Grover, of Great James-street, 
London. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 117; 
of these, 110 were passed, and seven postponed. 

By order of the Council. 
Rospert Mavaua, Secretary. 

Law Society's Hall, May 10, 1860. 


> 
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On Thursday, the Inns of Court Volunteer Rifles marched 
to Sheen-common and Richmond; and, notwithstanding t!e 
exceedingly inauspicious morning, a steady mild rain falling 
till about twelve o'clock, each company mustered very strong 
on parade in front of King’s Bench-walk, in review order, at a 
quarter past twelve, p.m., under the command of the gallant | 
colonel of the ent, Colonel Brewster. At half-past ; 
twelve o'clock about 300 men mustered, and, each 





t 
ocom- + 


pany having been proved, formed four deep and marched over 
Blackfriars-bridge to the Waterloo station. Some little delay 
here occurred in obtaining adequate accommodation in railway 
carriages, and each gentleman, having paid first-class fare, was 
at length accommodated with a seat in the lowest, narrowest, and 
worst constructed second-class carriages on any railway in Eng- 
land. There were, in fact, but two first-class carriages on the train. 
However, “the Devil’s Own,” as King George III. was pleased 
to christen the Temple corps of his time, made the best of this 
slight matter, and were in due time delivered safely at Mort- 
lake station, where the band of a militia regiment 
was stationed to receive them. The several companies 
were then formed, and marched four deep to the butt on 
Sheen-common, where, after the words of command “ Stand 
at ease; stand easy” had been given, each gentleman pro- 
duced such slight refreshment as he had been able to stow 
away in his cartridge pouch, and made the best use possible of 
the ten minutes then allowed. The “ball bag” in many cases 


marched four deep to Richmond-park, where, notwi i 
the threatening aspect of the weather, a good many ladies and 
gentlemen, on horseback, on foot, and in carriages, were assem- 
bled to witness the review. The regiment here was formed 
into line, wheeled by subdivisions, extended in skirmishing 
order, run in on the supports, formed square, and was put 
through every military manceuvre by Colonel Brewster, Mr. E. 
L. Pemberton, of the Chancery bar, in the uniform of yeo- 
manry corps, acting as his aide-de-camp, on horseback, and 
carrying the orders to the officers of the various companies. 
After advancing in skirmishing order on a crowd of ladi 
somewhat to their alarm, the order was passed to run in 
form square against cavalry. After this the compani 
again formed four deep and marched through the ar 
wi 


i 


4 


regiment then marched through Richmond, preceded 
the streets and windows of the houses being li 

tators, to the railway station, where it is but right to 
better accommodation was provided for them on their return 
in railway carriages. On arriving at Waterloo station, at 
seven o'clock, the companies were again formed four deep, and 
marched to the Temple and dispersed. Notwithstanding the 
threatening appearance of the day, there was but little rain; 


BR Eva 
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the 
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and the march out was in every respect most satisfactory. The , 


men had a most soldierlike and steady » and went 
through the various evolutions through which they were put in a 
manner highly creditable to them. The popularity of Colonel 
Brewster among the members of the corps is unbounded. He 
is indefatigable in his work, and evidently understands it 
thoroughly. There is to be another field day next week. 

On Saturday, the 5th inst., the newly-appointed Chief 
Justice of Ceylon, Sir E. S. Creasy, late Deputy-Assistant- 
Judge of the Middlesex Sessions, was entertained at dinner at 
the Ship Hotel, Greenwich, on the occasion of his appointment. 
About one hundred gentlemen were present, Mr. Serjeant Shee 
occupying the chair. Among those present were Mr. Justice 
Willes, Mr. Locke, Q.C., M.P., Mr. Bovill, Q.C., M.P., Mr. 
Serjeant Parry, Mr. Hawkins, Q.C., Mr. Serjeant Petersdorff, 
and most of the members of the Home Circuit. Letters of 
apology were received from Lord Chelmsford, Mr. Baron 
Channell, Mr. Baron Bramwell, and others. 

—_ + 


Court Papers. 


Queen’s Bench. 
Srrrines at N1st Privs, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon. 
Sir ALExanpDeR Epmunp Cocxsurn, Bart., Lord Chief Justice of Her 
Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench, in and after Trinity Term, 180. 


IN TERM. 
Sitting... Thursday .. May 241 Sitting ~~ M 
Ist Sitting....Thursday .. y 24 | Ist Sitting.... esoe May 28 
2nd Sitting ..Wednesday ,, 30 | 2nd Sitting ..Monday.... Jume 4 
3rd Sitting ..Wednesday June 6 


For undefended causes only. 
AFTER TERM. 
Middlesex. e 
Wednesday ....-..ssecees June 13 | Monday .........00. «+ June 25 


The Court will sit at 10 o’clock every day. 

The Causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in Term, if not 
disposed of on those days, will be tried by adjournment on the days fol- 
lowing each of such sitting days. 





Exchequer of Pleas. 


NOTICE. 

The Court will not sit at Nisi Prius on Wednesday, the 23rd May, 1860 

(as stated in the Sittings Paper). No cause, therefore, will be tried until 

he following day, Thursday, 24th May, 1860. 
Othce, Exchequer of Pleas. 


's By Order. 





H 
H 
i 
i 
ff 
i 
H 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Max 12, 1860. 








Birth, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTH. 
CASSON—On May 9, the wife of Henry Casson, Esq., Barrister-at-law, of | 


MARRIAGES. 
GAINFORT —'SHERWOOD —On May 4, ‘Mr. Benifeiain Gattitort, ‘0 
Annette, youngest daugiiter of ‘Richard Sherwood, ‘Esq., Solicitor, of 


Beek eon May 1, Wm. George Higson. 
@anghter of the late John Sexton, +, Solicitor. 
Bt re Mare 13, wt Sandhurst, Aus Mr. James 


ee ee. pertieeat: to Marian,'third daughter of James 


4 


, Esq., of Bolton, to. 


Georgina 
iter-at-law, and Immigration Agent General for the . 
Colony ae Bae See Guiana. 


MARTINEAU—KENRIGK—On May 8, at the New Meeting House, Bir- 
pone geen een ——— i nee Martineau, Soli- 
Martineau, Esq., of that Rag to Emily, 
Sant bite! Snughtor of Time Time Routiel, Eas Esa, of of Maple Bank, Edgbaston. 
pri Ti, William Royle, Esq., Solicitor, of 
Camiden-grove, Kensington, to patty Somerville, only surviving ehila of 
the late William Bennetts, i 


DEATHS. 
G. AM—On May 5, Richard E. Garnham, Esq., of 55, Lincoln’s-inn- 
N—On ‘May 8, aged 29, Chatlotte Atelaide, the wife of Richard 
‘Farnham, Solicitor. 
-On. April 28, Wm. George Noble, Esq., , of ¥ 
—On May 8, me Smith, Esq., Solicitor, of hop aged 63. 


= e “Teresa, the wife of Thomas Swarbreck, 
+» Bolititor, ‘Sowerby. 


Maclaimed Stock wm the Bank of Gngland. 
The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in 
Parties ciniming 


transferred to the Ape nmng ay w 
‘appear within Three Months 
Bruen, Wavrer, Ensign in the East owen hy P apr n Jona- 


Hopces, Frepertox Downer, Lieutenant 32nd Regiment ‘of ‘Foot, @e- 
ceased, £150 New Three per Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by Enrzaseru 
EDMONDSTONE, of David Gordon Edmondstone, formerly Elizabeth 
Hodges, widow, the sole executrix. 

Younc, Guaeat, Esq., London-street, Fenchurch-street, deceased, £225 
Reduced Three per Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by'the Right Hon. Fox, 
Baron Panmure, the surviving executor. 


a 
Heir at Haw. 

Huones, Jou, son of Richard Hughes, of Badgeworth, Gloucester. 
itself, or if dead, his children or representatives, to apply to Messrs. 
Whitcombe, Helps, & Co., Solicitors, Gloucester. 

--——~>——- 
Rondon | Gazettes. 


SMinding-up of Goint. Stock Companies. 
UNLIMITED, In CHANCERY. 
Toxspar, May 8 1. 

Paenrx Lire AssuRANCE Combai —V. C. ‘ood has appointed William 
Turquand, Accountant, of 16, Tokenhouse-yard, London, Official Manager 
of this Company. 

Jamrrep tn BaNKruptor. 
Gas ConsumERS 


Company (Limirep).—Petition Ro 


OF MARYLEBONE 
, presented May 9, will be heard before Commissioner Holroyd, 


y, at 1. 
Farivar, May 11, 1860. > 
UNLIMITED IN Caancerr. 


to wind 
on 24th 


Names will be 


Fat Worxs axp Warat Vimtve Minine Company.—V. C. Wood will ; 


n April 27; make a call of 12s. per share on all 


coutributtories, to be 4 


paid on or before May 21, at 12, to William Targuand, Official Manager, ' 


16, Tokenhouse-yard, London 

Paptuam Corroy LEaGuE Compaxy.—V, ©. Kindersley will, on May 4, 
make a call of 5 per share on such of the contributories as have not 
compromised their liability, and been released from further liability, to be 
paid on June 6, at 12, to G. H. Jay, Official Manager,3, Moorgate-street, 
London, or A. L. Calman, Padiham. Lancaster, 

Paaentx Lire Assurance Company.—V, ©. Wood has appointed William 
Turquand Official Manager of this Company, 16, Tokenhouse-yart, 
iaaken, April 28. 

= = SiaTe Company.—Creditors to prove their debts before V. C. 

Bawanvrtcr. 

Gas Consumsns’ Company (Limtrsep).—Petition to Wind- 

ee ate 

‘ 


| 


‘ 





Oreditors wider 22 & 23 Vict, tap. ‘35. 


of Claim. 
Poy hig 8, 1860. 
Brivcer, JAMEs, Yeoman, Bramshott, a (who died on Marth 
24, 1859). Aibery, Solicitor, Midhurst, Sussex. June 11. 
t., Turkey-street, E nel, Middleséx (Who | 
died on or about —" 1860). Hammond, Solicitor, 16, Furnival's.” 


inn, London, J: 

HELIER, ie at. cad oe seers —— (who died on July.23, 
1858). Smith, Solicitor, Bridgwater. June 2 

Maxin, Roser, Tea & Coffee M Merchant, Live: ~ pack’ Geno HNR-on te elit 
April 9, 1858). we Solicitor, 10, Sweeting-street, Castle-strest, 


Live: 

oven boonia Foon, Jon., Gent., Park- Sin stacker Rare 
"td on ot about Ay 18, 1850). Holt & , Sdlivitors, 
Wakefield. July 5. 


Pater ot neat SEYMOUR, Gent., formerly of Leivester, and late of 

Brooklyn, United & States of ‘Americh (who died on March 8, 1688), 
Streit, pence: Belvoir-street, a. duly'l. 

Toon mu WasTEneyYs,'Gent., beote Grange, Braithwell, York- 
mee (who died on Jan. 26, 1860). i Nicheleon & Saunders, Solivitors, 
Wath, near Rotherham. 


Nov = 
Vavewan, Henry, Gent., 2, Gray’ 's-ifth-square, Middlesex (who died on or 
eo t Feb. 16, 1860). ‘Hammond, Solicitor, .16, Furnival's-inn, Lotidon. 


Faipar, May 11,1860, 
Batker, Ann, Widow, Stockton, Dutham (who dieon Mareh 31). J. 
Dodds, Solicitor, Stockton. ‘Tune 30. 


hshire (who 
, near 


__ | Dioxensow, Frances, Spinster, 17, ‘Thutloep 


laee, Brompton, ‘Middlesex 
ee ied a on F igud 29). R. Hodgson, Solicitor, 10, Salisbury-stredt, 

Jor, Rowmer, ¢ Coal Merchant, ‘Leeds, Yorkshire Pa 3 died intestate on 
March4). Butler & Smith, Solicitors ne 5. 

Lowes, GreorceE, po ag and ea Broker, — ‘cendaiehd, ‘Blackheath, 
Kent, formerly of the maceinl Sete Reems, Mincing-lane, London 
(who died on April 2, i860). Park & Nelson, Solicitors, 11, Essex-street, 
Strand, London. 

‘abiniter, St. Murgaret’s-bank, ‘St. arene 

Rochester, Kent (who died on Jan. 24, 1860). Aeworth & Son, ° i 
tors, Rochester. May .20. 

ns, GEoraE, sen., Boot & Shoe Maker, Bien and also of ‘Ches- _ 

ter (who died on or abotit Dec. 20, 1858). J. & W. Morectoft, Solieitors, ’ 

6, Clayton-square, Li July 10, 

Winter, George, Iron Merchant, 1, oo ey 8, Bankside, Southwark, 
Surrey, and Peckham-road, Surrey (who died on Kor. 24, 1858). Lind- 
say & | hall-street, duine 30. 


Solicitors, 
Yates, Orive, Widow, 118, Ww ey ‘on April 4, 
1860). E. Nailer, Spinster, 63, Preston-street, Th Beige ©. ¥. Yates, 
Executors, 9, Provost-road, Haverstcck-hili, Lond August 28. 


Creditors under Cetates in lan 


Last Day of Proof. 
TossbaY, May 8, 1860. = 

ALBEMARLE, AUGusTuUs 'FxtveRtcK, Earl of (who ‘diet th or about Marth, 

in a The Right Hon. George Thomas, Eafl of : ‘Albemarie, 
‘une ’ 

CHAMBERLAIN, CHartes, Gent., Birmingham (who died in or about Oct., 
1850). Jones v. Gloster & Others, V. C, Kindersley. June 2. 

Cuarman, Joun, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Rhyl, Rhuddlan, Flintshire 
(who died in or about July, 1857). Baty & Another v. Chapman, V.C. 
Wood. May 29. . 

Davies, Toomas Rotuery, Gent., Chepstow, oe (who died 
on orabotit Feb. 15, 1844). Davies 0. Davies, M.R. 

France, Tuomas, ‘Timber Meréhant & Wharfinger, o mpridge-whatt, 
Paddington, Middlesex (who died on Aug. 22, 1854). Collins -& Another - 
v. France & Others, M.R. June 5. 

GALLEMORE, Joun, Calico Printer, Cross-street, Aston-upon-Me 
Chester, and of Ardwitk, M who died‘on Feb. 27, 1848), 
Joun Earte GALLEMORE, Calico we amd Ardwick (who died on Dec. 7, 
1851). Gallemore & Others v. Hodgson & Others, V.C. Stuart. June 4. - 

tome, , Esq., formerly of Hayne House, Plymtree, and late 
of Tiverton, Devonshire (who tea: - or “iboat nuily 19, 1859), Methuish 
v. Harward, V.C. Stuart. June | : 

Mansnalt, Cuarves, Builder, late of Maldon-roed, Kentish Town, and of 
3, Upper Newberry-place, Haverstock-hill, Middlesex (who died in or . 
om 1859). Marshall v. ‘Marshall, Syer v. Marshall, M. R. 

une 6. 
Joun, Cattle Dealer, Tottenliam, Middlesex (who died on or 
about Set. 28, 1858). Gasson v. Martins, M. R. June 6. / 

oo Louis ALFRED, Printer, Bookseller, & Stationer, Great Yarmouth, 
-y ~ say died on or about May 15, 1859). Teape'v. Costerton, 

RossotHaM, Dantgt, Boot & Shoe Maker, Rainforth, Lancashire (who 

died in or about Match, 1858). Sherlock v. Rosbotham & Others, V.C. 


Stuart. June 14. 
— @ied in ‘or about 


WLAND, CHARLES, Gent., ax! Lancashire 
Jan,, 1829). Smith ov. Lomas, V.C . Wood, ‘ 
Simmons, Evizasera, Widow, Handsworth, Seaitortanire (who died in or 
about Sept. 1836). Webster v. Dean & Others, V.C. Wood. May 22 
Fripay, May 11, 1860. : 
CHIsWELL, Richarp Mttwan Tatvca, & Henry Nawres, Merchants, 
Warnford-court, Thi street. -#, Chiswell, M.R. June 15. 
Davies, Wituiam, Tavern K , late of the Auction Mart Tavern, London, 
and of, Albert- . Kent (who died in or about Aug. 1859). 
Butler & Others v. Withers & Others, V. C. Wood. May 24. 
Howpen, Exizasetra, Widow, Brighton (who died i in or about Nov. 1859). 
Holden v. Stanford & Another, V.C. . June il, 


Hoven, Georce, Esq., hton (who died in or about Feb. 1837). Holden 
v. Holden & Others ers, V. . Stuart, June 11. 

Levene ALFRED ‘Hosns, Farmer, Buek Farm, White Waltham, Berks 
eT in or about Sept. 1866). Weeks e. Ward & Others, M. R. 
une 7. 

Pickarp, Witrtiam, Carpenter, Gre h greg: 4 Mp wege (who @ied on or 
about September'18, 1898). | ‘auton ¢, Pickard and others, ¥. C. Stuart, 
une 4 


“or about i800}. ‘Thonpeon n Thompaon, VG. Woot. dae’ 
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WELLs, Navman, Esq., Piercefteld and afterwards ot Bath, Somervet- 
shire (who died on or about May 13, 1852). Earle v. Wells and others, 
V.'C. Wood. May'!3 


seignments for Benetit st Creditors. 
DAY, May 8, 1860. rr 

Banxs, James, tronfounder & Iron Merchant, Liverpool. May 2. Zrus- 

tees, H. Banner, and H. W. Banner, Accountants, Liverpool. Sol. Ban- 
ay 24, North John,street, Liverpool. 

dae Morse py owt he Fey ‘ April 27. Ts Nadl 

° ‘lase, olesale race, Ta 
Chandler, Bristol. ‘Sols, J. &«H. tivett, alt Albion-chambers, Bristol, 
Castte, LAuRENcE Witt1am, Grocer & Tea Dealer, 17, Regeit-place, 
stol. April 23. ‘Trustees, J. Eyre, Tea Dealer Bristol ; 
H. G. Gardner, Wholesale Grocer, Bristol. Sols. King & Plummer, 
5, Exchange-buildings East, Bristol. 

Srark, Humpnrey, Boot & Shoe Maker, Reading, Berks. ey 3. Trus- 

tees, G, G, Gilligan, Currier & Leather Cutter, Reading; C, Pidgeon, 
Oil & Colourman, Reading. Sot. Neale, 13, Friar-street, Reading. 

SurreLt, WimatAm, Draper, 86, Upper - street, Islington, Middlesex. 
April 27. Trustees, E. Griffin, Warehouseman, 28, Basitighall-street, 
London; C. Rimmer, Warehouseman, Blackfriars-road, Surrey. Sols. 
Sole & Turner, 6 68, ——— Loridon. 

a Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. Apri . Trustees, 
aber’ Clerk, Nottingham; H. cores sie ‘Merchant, 
Notting ham. Sol. Hunt, ‘Nottingha am. 

Warp, a, Surgeon & Apothecary, Atherstone, Warwickshire. May 1. 
Trustees, T. Smith, Maltster & Cornfactor, Over Whiteacre, Warwick- 
shire; W. Haddon, Builder, ‘Merevale, Warwickshire. Sols. Power & 
Pilgrim, Atherstone. 

Weis, Tuomas, Grocer & Draper, Castle Camps, Cambridge. May 2. 
Trustee, TD. Green, Grocer -& Draper, Saffron Walden, Essex. Sol. 
Jackson, Haverhill, Suffolk. 

Wicrvutt, Ropert, Corn Factor, Sheffield. May 1. Trustees, J. Rickett, 
Miller, Sheffield ; G. Furness, Cheese Factor, Sheffield. Soi. Unwin, 


, Queen-; t, Sheffield. 

Wwithks, Rober, Builder, 78, Park-road, Toxteth-park, Liverpool, 
Se wigg yt April 4 Trustees, J. Harrison, Ironmonger, 4, Stanhope- 

t,, Liverpool ; ynch, Timber Merchant, Lancashire. Sols. 
Owen '& Mence, 7, Cay -square, Liverpool. 
Faivay, May 11, 1860. 

Dixon, GEorGE, & CHARLES JaMES ‘Ancdck, Coach Lace Manufacturers \ 
Ca Dealers, Aldersiate-street, ‘London, and Coventry. April 1 
Trustees, J. Brinton, Carpet Manufacturer, Kidderminster; B. Peake, 
Trimming Manufacturer, Coventry. Sol. Bird, 37, Guildford-street, 
London 


JOHNSTON, JAMES, Draper & Tea Dealer, Marlborough, Wilts. April 28. 
Trustee, L. Hanlon, Tea Dealer & Draper, Marlborough. Sol. Holloway, 
ee baaag 

,Ironmonger, Grange-lane, Birkenhead. April:18, 7rustee, 
7 r etiots, he Accountant, North John-street, Liverpool. Sol. Bremner, 4, 
South John-street, Liverpool. 

SMALLBONES, JoNATHAN, Farmer & Millwright, Coombe, Enford, Wilts. 
May 2. Trustees, L. H. Wood, Marlborough, Wilts: G. S. Ruddale, 
Farmer, Bishop’s Cannings, Wilts; ‘T. Pinniger, Timber Merchant, 
Honey-street, Woodborough, Wilts. ‘Sols. Dixon & Macdonald, Pewsey 

Sprinc, WiLLIAM Henry, Baker & Confectioner, Wind-street, Swansea, 
Glamorganshire. March 30. Trustee, J, Gregory, Wine and Spirit 
Merchant, Wine-street, Swansea. Sol. Goodere, Swansea. 


Bankrupts. 
TvEsbaY, May 8, 1860, 

ALLEN,. Vincent, Draper, Newport. Monmouthshire. Com. Hill: May 22, 
and June 19, at 11; Bristol. Off. Ass. Acraman, Sols. Pain, Newport, 
Monmouthshire ; Bevan, Girling, & Press, Small-street, Bristol. Pet. 
May 4. 

Beate, Jonn SAmvst. Surgeon & Apothecary, 17, Podting tuacgremn, 
Middlesex. Com. Holroyd: May 22, at 2.30; and June 19, at 1; 
singhall-street. Off. Ass, Lee. Sol. Gover, 33, Ola Jewry, Lontion. 
Pet. May 4. 

Bett, Josepu, Shipwright & Boat Builder, Liverpool. Com. Perry: May 
18, and June 11, at 11; Liverpool. . Ass. Cazenove. Sols. Neal & 
Martin, Orange-court, Castle-street, Liverpool, Pet. May 7. 

Drake, Georce, Jeweller & Dealer in Watches & Clocks, 17, Eversholt- 
street, Camden Town, Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque: May 18, at 11; 
and June 13, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Graham. Sol. 
Rivolta, 10, Montague-street, Russell-square . May 5. 

JONES, EDMUND, Hosier, late of 135, Fenchureh-strect, London, and Forden 
Cottage, East Dulwich, Surrey, and now of 1, Woodbine Villas, Bridge- 
road West, Battersea, Middlesex. Com. Fane: May 18, and June 15, at 
1; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. ‘Thompson & Son, 60 
Cornhill. Pet. May 4. 

MILLER, iia Lead & Glass Merchant, 11, Poland-street, Oxford- 


street, Middlesex. Com. Holroyd : May 22, at2; and June 19, at 12% 
Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Edmunds, 11, St. Bride’s- 
avenue, Fleet-stree LW gioet Pé. May 4, 

= Lene ft, Aion nder-Lome, Com, Jemimeétt : 


nd Sue 14, ah fanchester. ‘Aas. Pott. ‘Sols. Lovett 
Manchester, April 30. 

Neem, Joun, & Joun ee Wrixtson, Drapers, Wolverhampton. 
Com, Santers: May 24, = June 14, at nN; Birmingham. Off. Ass. 
Whitmore. Sols. Reed, 3, Gresham-street, London; James & Knight, 
Birmingham. Pet. April 20. 

PALMER, JAMBS, Ironmonger, Gloucester. Com. Hill: May 22, and June 
i at 11; Bristol. Og. Ass. Miller. Sol. Wilkes, Gloucester. Pet. 

lay 4. 

Smiru, James, Grocer & Provision Merchant, Fareham, Hants. Com. 
Fonblanque: May 18, at 12; and June 13, at 12.30; Basinghall-street. 
Of. Ass. Graham. Sol . 65, Chancery-lane, London. Pet. May 7. 

Witsox, Joun, Ship Owner, John-street, Suiderland. Cow. Foublanque : 
May 16, at 11: and June iS, at 2; Basinghall-street. G/F. Ass. Stans- 
ot Sele Linklaters & Hackwocd, 7, Walbrook, London. Pet. 


Faway, Me 


1860, 
Daweon, ——— Dealer in China uvmeeiite, Wisbeach, St. Peter, 
Camb: Com. Evans: May 21, at 12, and June 21, at 1; Basingh hall- 
Street, #8. Bell, Sols, Abbott, Jenkins, & Abbott, 8, New-inn, 


Strand, 
Fox, Joxt, pe Gentleman's-walk, Norwich, Commi Fonblanque, May 








23, at 1.30, ahd Jtite 20, at 12.30; Basinghali-street. “OF. ‘Ass. Sths- 
feld. Sdls. Sole, Turiier, & Turner, 68, Aldermanbary, London. “Pet 


May 9. 
HextiNes, JAites, Cowkeeper, 31, Edgeware-road, Paddington. 
Com. Fame : May 25, a ito, ‘and Jue 22, at Tl; es 
Off. Ass. Catman. Sél. Fiel, 40, Ely-place, Holborn. Pet. Ma: Pi. 
Jonts, EDMUND, ah ge! 135, Fenchure mien be London, and 
bine Villas, ‘pridge-tond 
" tay to ht Teun Bas- 
all-etrest. ‘Oy. Ais. _ Whitmore. ‘Sols. Thomson & Son, 60, Corn- 

, Lotion. Pet. May 

Lee, THOMAS, mevcnetit'®, George-yard, Lombard-street, London, atid 1, 
Edmund-street, Birmingham. Com. Evans: May 24, and June D1, ‘at 
2; ae street. Off. Ass. Jolinsop. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & 
berets Old Jdewry-chambers. Pet. May 10. 

REHOUSE, JONATHAN, Jun., Woollen Cloth Manufacturer, & Merchant, 
wipobrond Mille, New Mill, near Huddersfield. Com. West: Ma 25, and 
June 22, at 11; Leeds. ‘Of. Ass, Young. ‘Sols. Hesp & Owen, Huddérs- 
field, or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. May 2. 

Newianp, Henry, Miller, Newcastle-urider-Lyne. Com. Sanders: May 
23, and June 13,at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. ‘Sol. 
field, Newcastle-ander-Lyme. Pet. May 8. 

PARNELL, Joun, Linen Draper, Hosier, & Haberdasher, 211, Oxford-street, 
Middlesex. Com. ge May 24, at 2.30, and June 19, at 2; Basing- 
wail Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Devonshire, 8, Old Jewry, London. Pet. 

1. 

Portsous, Wir114M, Linen Draper & Hatter, 5, Botid-street, Brighton. 
Com, Fane: May 24, at 1.80, and June 22, at 1; Basinghall-street. A 
Ass, Whitmore. Sols. J. & JH. — & Hackwood, 7, W: ; 
London; or Lamb, Brighton. Pe. May 11 

PowNcesy, Hen&y, Printer, 43, Leman-street, Whitechapel, Middlesex. 

. Fonblanque: May 18, at 1, and June 20, at 12; Basinghall-street. 
x 4. Stansfeld. Soils. Harrison & Lewis, 6, Old Jéwry, London. Pet. 


tha Prinsaia Shipowner, er of 2, Chesterford-terrace, Saint 
Thomas’s-sqnare, Hackney, M: , of 3, Norman- 
terrace, Wellington-road, Stockwell, Surrey. Com. Fonblanque: May 
18, at-T1.30, & Jutie 20, at 1; Basinghall- -street. Off. Ass. Graham. 
Sol. Redpath, 27, Walbrook, London. Pet. May 5. 

Ricuwarpson,- THomas ‘CHarttTon, Druggist, West Auckland, Durham. 
Com. Ellison: May 22, at 11.30, & July 4, at 12; Newcastle- aoe Con 
Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Harle & Co., 0, § , Chan- 
eery-lane, London, & Newcastle-npon-Tyne. Pet, May 9. ’ 

Suerren, Epwarp Ricuarp, Builder, 6, Richmond- villas, Westbourne- 
grove North, Bayswater, Middlesex. Com. Hal: May 24, at,2, & 
June 19, at 2.30, Basinghali-street. Off. Ass. wards, Sol. Daniel, 
8, Laneaster-place, Strand, London. Pet. May 8. 

SraNbaIDGE, Cuares, Merchant and Agemtt, 45, Cheapside, Londen. Gom. 
Fane: May 25, at.12; and June 22, at 11.30; Basinghall-street. Oy. 
$e. — Sols. ‘Lamley & Lamley, 41, "Ludgate-street, London. 

- April 4. 

Sturgtey, THomas, Licensed Victualler & Coal Merehant, Harbury, 
Southam, Warwiekshire. Com. Sanders: May 25, and ty 15, ati; 
Birmingham. , Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Hodgson & Al ham, 
or Wallington & Wright, Leamington. Pet. May 8, 

Wricar, Samven, Hotel and Tavern Keeper, Manchester. Com. Jemmett : 
June ( & 27, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Pott. Sols. Higson & Robin- 
son, 44, Cross-street, Manehester. Pet. May 4. 

MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
Turspay, May 8. 1860. 

Fenn, SAMUEL, & Josern Fenn, Woollen Drapers, Birminghath. June 8, 
at 11; Birminghani.—Jewett, Greorce Siri, Builder & Contractor, 
Willow-walk, Bermondsey, Surrey, afi@ of 266, Albariy-foxt, Cantber- 
well, Surrey. May 29, at 1; Basinghdll-street.--Kerarine, nae, 
Drugegist, 79, St. Paul’ «churchyard, London. Jutie 1, at 11; i 
hall-street.—Lowe, Witttam RosInson, Manufacturing Chemist & 
Druggist, Wolverhampton. Jtne 8, at 11; Birmingham. -Mareerts, 
STerHEeN, Licensed Victualler, Birmingham. Tune 8, at 11; Birming- 
ham.—Monrtson, James, & Lars Oscan Abetty, Ship Chandlers, Liver- 
pool (Morison & Abelin}. May 31, at 11; Liverpool. Saime time, ‘sep. 
est. of Lars Oscar Abelit.— PeAnce, JOHN, Draper, Holborn-hill, Middle- 
sex.  Jtume 7, at 12; Basinghall-street.—SreepmMan, James, Piandforte 
Manufacturer, 119, Albany-street, Regent’s-park, Middlesex. May 1, 
at 11; Basinghall-street. —Stoarr, Henry, & Richarp KENNETT, 
Tailors, 17, Cork-street, Burlington-gardens, Middlesex. May 29, at 
12; Basinghali- street.—Wurts, Wittram, Miller, New Crane Mill, 
Shadwell, Middlesex. May 29, at 1; Basinghall-street. 

FRway, May 11, 1860. 

EyrE, Josava, Grocer, Sheffield. June 2, ‘at 10; Sheffteld.—Guirromp, 
Surewssury, Corn & Coal Dealer, Newport, Essex. June 5, at 12; 
Basinghall-street.—GURNEY, JosEPH RANDALL, Farmer, Horse, ’& Cattle 
Dealer, Shaltort, Soin Saint Giles, Bui atiishfre. June 8, at 11.30; Bas- 
inghall-street.— Hakone, 1 Epwakd Puitir, Hosier, Gravesend, ‘Kent. 
tite 2, at 'l2.30; }1all-street.— Hawes, , Brickmaker, 
son Lodge, Poole, Dorsetshire. May 23, at}; Exeter —Hiatrs. whe, 

omas Hicatts, Hosiers & Glovers, Old Bond:étreet, Shaates 
Sex (Higgins & Son.) Jane 7, at 1's Basiighal street 
THEW, Grocer & Provision Dealer, Durham. June’6, at 11.30; wt. 
tle-upon-Tyne.— KEENOR Grace, & SOPHTA Milliners & Straw 
Bonnet Makers (Keenor & Baillie), Exeter. ‘My 23, at: Exeter.—Lancey, 
JoHN, Linen Draper, Barhstaple, Devonshire: May 23, at 1; eter.— 
MELLING, James, & RopertT Carr, Glass Manufacturers, Atterd cum- 
Darnall, Yorkshire. June 2, at 10; Sheffield.—Srepnens, Henry, Inn- 
keeper, Honiton Inn, Paris- -street, Exeter. May 23, at 1: Exeter.— 
Taytor, Jonny, Auctioneer, Sheffield. Jtme 2, at 10; Sheffield. 
CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TUESDAY, May 8, 1860. 

Batt, Josermi Cuances, Miller, Salisbury. May 31, at 11; Basinghall- 
street.—Buvan, Ricuann, Wine Merchant, Liverpool. May 30, at 12; 
Liverpool.—Extorr, Grorce, Draper & Outfitter, Bradford. June 4, at 
11; Leeds,—Gotpsmirn, Kemp, Miller, Sutton, near Ely, Cambrid 
May 29, at 1; Liverpool.—Graves, Joan Witttam, Chemist & D A 
Birkenhead. May 30, at 12; Liverpool.-Heatner, James, Buiider, 
Walton-road, East Moulsey, Surrey. May 29, at 12; Basinghall-street. 
——HEnspexson, James, Draper, Nottingham, June ‘5, at 11; Notting- 
—, —Hosss, Hpyry, Common Brewer and Agent for the sale of Wine 

on Commission, Woburn, Buckinghamshire: May 80, at 9; Basing? 
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hall-street.—Litty, Deopatus RicHarp, Coach Builder, King Edward’s- 

road, Birmingham. June 1, at 11; Birmingham.—M‘Ciure, James, 

General Merchant, Manchester. June 6, at 12; Manchester.—Poox, 

WriiuaM, Grocer & Tea Dealer, New Bridge-street, Exeter. May 30, 

at 12; Exeter.—RoTHwELL, WILLIaM, Boarding-house Keeper & School- 
master, Enfield Highway, Middlesex. May 30, at 1; Basinghall-street. 
—Srries, Jonn, Waterman, Lighterman, & Coal Merchant, Putney, 
Surrey. May 29, at 2; Basinghall-street.—WaRBURTON, JOHN SLACK, 
& WiLLiaM STEVENSON, Timber Merchants, Joiners, & Builders, Man- 

_ chester (Warburton & Stevenson). June 6,at 12 ; Manchester.—Watts, 
Henry, Draper, Parade, Northampton. May 30, at 12; Basinghall- 
street. — Woorron, ABRAHAM, Timber Merchant, Bloxwich, Walsall, 
Staffordshire. June 8, at 11; Birmingham. 

Fripay, May 11, 1860. 

BARNASCHINA, ANTHONY, General Dealer, 16, New-road, Gravesend, Kent. 
June 4, at 12.30; Basinghall-street.—Boucner, JoHNn, Dealer in 
Timber, Blackweil, Derbyshire. June 2, at 10; Sheffield.—Crooxs, 
Gzorce, Grocer, Leeds. June 1, at 11; Leeds.—Jounson, STEPHEN 
ApotpHus, Commission Agent, 9, Broad-street-buildings, London. 
June 1, at 11; Basinghall-street.—KersHaw, JoserH, & WILLIAM 
GeorcE KersHaw, Stone Masons, Bricklayers, & Builders, Wakefield. 
June 1, at 11; Leeds.—Knicut, Wit11am Henry, Watch Tool Dealer, 
& Watch Cap & Index Maker, 13, Powell-street, King-square, St. Luke’s, 
Middlesex. June 8, at 12; Basinghall-street.—Littey, Tuomas, 
Merchant Tailor, North Shields. June 6, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
—LorrHotsE, THomAs, Coal Dealer, Sheffield. June 2, at 10; Sheffield. 
—Lowse, Joun, Printer & Publisher of the Cheltenham Chronicle, 
Cheltenham. June 11, at 11; Bristol—Metxinec, James, & Ropert 
Cazr, Glass Manufacturers, Attercliffe-cum-Darnall, Yorkshire. June2, 
at 10; Sheffield.-~Perkins, Jon, Haberdasher & General Merchant, 
Oakham, Rutlandshire. June 5, at 2.30; Basinghall-street,—ReEaD, 
Georce, Cattle Dealer, Portsmouth, and of Southampton. June 1, 
at 1.30; Basinghall-street.—RicaMonp, Josep, Cornfactor, Bradway, 
Norton, Derbyshire. June 2, at 10; Sheffield.—Srevenson, Samuel, 
Dealer in Yarns, Leicester. June 5, at 11.30; Nottingham.—Tmsury, 
Cartes HoLiineswortn, Wharfinger & Artificial Manure Manu- 
facturer, Lavender Dock-wharf, Surrey, and of 11, Great James-street, 
Bedford-row, Middlesex. Jane 1, at 1; Basinghall-street.—WeEssTER, 
Joun, Joiner & Builder, Wavertree, Liverpool. June 4, at 12; 
Liverpool. 

To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TugspayY, May 8, 1860. 

Axcock, SAMUEL, & THomas Atcock, China & Earthenware Manufacturers, 
89, Hatton-garden, Middlesex; and Burslem, Staffordshire (Samuel 
Alcock & Co.). May 1, 2nd class, after a suspension of six months.— 
ATHEBLEY, James, Apothecary, Mountsorrel, Leicestershire. May 1, 
2nd class.—Brown, THoMas HENRY JOHNSON, Builder, 1, Scot’s-yard, 
Bush-lane, Cannon-street, London, and Blythe-lane, Hammersmith, 
Middlesex. May 3, 2nd class.—CHAMBERLIN, JouN, Wheelwright, 36, 
Rupert-street, Haymarket, Middlesex. May 3, 2nd class.—CHaPMan, 
JosePu, China Dealer, Scarborough. April 30, 3rd class, after a suspen- 
sion of six months.—Darr, Grorce, Lace Manufacturer, New Lenton, 
Nottinghamshire. May 1, 3rd class.—DvuruaM, JoEt, Railway Contrac- 
tor & Cattle Dealer, Wingland, near Sutton Bridge, Norfolk. May 2, 
2nd class.—GiFrFoRD, SHREwsBuRY, Corn & Coal Dealer, Newport, 
Essex. May 1, 2nd class.—GooprEttow, Joun, Cabinet Maker, 23, 
Earl-street, Coventry. May 4, 3rd class.—Gurney, Tuomas, & JoHN 
Jacozs, Tailors & Outfitters, Dover-place West, Dover-road, and Mount- 
place, Walworth-road, Surrey (Gurney & Jacobs). May 2, 3rd class, 
after having been suspended twelve months.—Hyett, Epwin, Baker, 
Grocer, & Corn Dealer, Friar-street, Worcester. May 4, 3rd class,— 
Marks, Beanon, & Epwarp SAMUEL FRANKLIN, Woollen Merchants & 
Cloth Cap Manufacturers, Birmingham. April 30, 3rd class, after a 
suspension of two years from Dec. 8, 1859.—SLaTER, JouN, Retail 
Brewer, Small Heath, Birmingham. May 4, 3rd class.—Tipswet1, 
Tuomas, Lace Maker & Manufacturer, Nottingham. May 1, 3rd class, 
after a suspension of six months from March 13, 1860.—WILKINsoN, 
Grorce Noste, & Hezextau Orvis, Ship Brokers, Hartlepool, Durham 
(Wilkinson & Orvis). May 3, 3rd class, Hezekiah Orvis, subject to sus- 
pension until Sept. 3, 1860.—WiLkinson, GeornceE NosLe, & HEezexian 
Orvis, Ship Brokers, Hartlepool, Durham (Wilkinson & Orvis). May 
3, 3rd class, George Noble Wilkinson, subject to suspension until Nov. 3, 
1860. 

Frivay, May 11, 1860. 

Davis, ApraHamM, Commission Agent & Merchant, 5, Camden-terrace, 
Camden-town, Middlesex. May 4, 2nd class.—Mynn, WiLLIaM, Manure 
& Hop Merchant, Queen’s Head-yard, Borough, Surrey. April 30, 2nd 
class.—Wescott, RicuarD, Butcher & Cattle Dealer, 10, Whitley-cres- 
cent, Reading. May 4, 2nd class. 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
Turspay, May 8, 1860. 
Asperson, Henry, Apparatus Manufacturer, Rothesay, Bute, and a 
x of the Company of Marr & Anderson, Renfield-street, Glasgow. 
May 11, at 12; Bute Arms-hotel, Rothesay. Seq. May 3. 

Dennotm, Pareick Datmanoy, lately Contractor, 9, Antigua-street, 
Edinburgh, now . May 11, at 2; Dowell’s & Lyon’s-rooms, 
18, George-street, Edinburgh. Seg. May 4. 

Hourrox, James, Accountant, 46, Moorgate-street, London, thereafter 
residing in Cumberland-street, Edinburgh, now residing in Dysart. 
May 10, at 2; Dowell’s & Lyon’s-rooms, 18, George-street, Edinburgh. 

. May 2. 

wee , ay Butcher, Stobcross-street, Glasgow, formerly in Kirk- 
gate, Leith, thereafter in Garscube-road, Glasgow (Walter C. Malcolm), 
and thereafter in Sauchiehall-street, Glasgow (Moffat & Malcolm), sole 
partner. May 16, at 12; Clarence-hotel, George-square, Glasgow. Seg. 
May 3. 

genre, Avexanper, & Son, Wine & Spirit Merchants, Glasgow, and 
ALEXANDER Steven, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Glasgow, sule partner. 
May 15, at 11; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seq May 5. 

Torrance, Taomas, Surgeon, Airdrie. May 11, at 1; Royal-hotel, Airdrie. 
Seq. May 2. 

Wart & Stewart, Wholesale Stationers, Glasgow, and ANDREW JoHN 
Wartr & Groxce Stewant, Wholesale Stationers, Glasgow, sole part- 
ners, and as individuals. May 15, at 12; Faculty of Procurators’-hall, 
St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seg. May 3. 

Faipay, May 11, 1860 





Glasgow. May 17, at 12; Procurators’-hall, St. George’s-place, Glas- 

gow. Seq. May 7. 

GRANT, JOHN, ission Agent, Orchard-field-place, Leith-walk, Edin- 
burgh. May 16, at 12; Stevenson’s-rooms, 4, St. Andrew-square, Edin- 
burgh. Seq. May 4. 

Keppre, Rosert, Coalmaster & Engineer, Grange Colliery, Elie, and 
Sonik or eae Fife. May 19, at 11; Tontine-hotel, Cupar, Fife. 

. May 7. 

Lorain, WILLIAM, Ironmonger, Wishaw. May 19, at 3; Commercial-inn, 
(Clark’s), Wishaw. Seg. May 5. 4 

Rowan, ALEXANDER, Engraver & Lithographer, Glasgow. May 22, at 12; 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-place, Glasgow. Seg. May 9. 








U NITED KINGDOM LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY, 


No. 8, WATERLOO PLACE, PALL MALL, LONDON, S.W. 


The Funds or Property of the Company as at 3ist December, 1858, 
amounted to £652,618 : 3 : 10, invested in Government or other approved 


securities. 
The Hon. FRANCIS SCOTT, Cuarrman. 
CHARLES BERWICK CURTIS, Esq., Deputy CHAIRMAN. 

INVALID LIVES.—Persons not in sound health may have their lives 
insured at equitable rates. 

ACCOMMODATION IN PAYMENT OF PREMIUM.—Only one-half of 
the Annual Premium, when the Insurance is for life, is required tobe paid 
for the first five years, simple interest being charged on the balance. Such 
arrangement is equivalent to an immediate advance of 50 per cent. upon 
the Annual Premium, without the borrower having recourse to the un- 
pleasant necessity of procuring Sureties, or assigning and thereby parting 
with his Policy, during the currency of the Loan, irrespective of the great 
attendant expenses in such arrangement. 

The above mode of Insurance has been found most advantageous when 
Policies have been required to cover tary tr ti or when iv- 
comes applicable for Insurance are at present limited, as it only necessi- 
tates half the outlay formerly required by other Companies before the 
present system was instituted by this Office. 

LOANS are granted likewise on real and personal securities. 

Forms of Proposals and every information afforded on applicationtothe 
Resident Director, 8, Waterloo-place, Pall Mall, London, 8. W. 

By order, 
E. LENNOX BOYD, Resident Director. 


PELICAN 
LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, 


ESTABLISHED rw 1797. 
70, Lombard Street, City, and 57, Charing Cross, Westminster, 








DIRECTORS. 

Henry Lancelot Holland, Esq. 
William James Lancaster, Esq, 
Benjamin Shaw, Esq. 
Matthew Whiting, Esq. 

M. Wyvill, Jun., Esq., M.P, 
John Lubbock, Esq., F.R.8, 


Octavius E. Coope, Esq. 
William Cotton, D.C.L., F.R.S, 
John Davis, Esq. 
Jas. A. Go , M.D., F.R.S. 
Edward Hawkins, jun., Esq. 
Kirkman D, Hodgson, Esq., M.P. 


This Company offers 
COMPLETE SECURITY. 


MODERATE RATES of Premium with Participation in Four-fifths 
or Eighty per cent, of the Profits, 


LOW RATES without Participation in Profits. 
LOANS 


In connection with Life Assurance, on approved Security, in sums of not 


less than £500. 
BONUS of 1861. . 
ALL POLICIES effected prior to the Ist July, 1861, on the Bonus 
Scale of Premium, will participate in the next Division of Profits. 





To Landowners, the Clergy, Solicitors, Estate Agents, 
Surveyors, &c. 


re LANDS IMPROVEMENT COMPANY is 
incorporated by special Act of Parliament for England, Wales, and 
Scotland. Under the Company’s Acts, tenants for life, trustees, mort- 
gagees in possession, incumbents of livings, bodies corporate, certain lessees, 
and other landowners, are empowered to charge the inheritance with the 
cost of improvements, whether the money be borrowed from the Company, 
or advanced by the landowner out of his own funds. 

The Company advance money, unlimited in amount, for works of land 
improvement, the loans and incidental expenses being liquidated by arent- 
sharge for a specified term of years. 

No investigation of title is required, and the Company, being of a strictly 
commercial character, do not interfere with the plans and execution of the 
works, which are controlled only by the Enclosure Commissioners. 

The improvements authorised comprise drainage, irrigation, warping 
embanking, enclosing, clearing, reclaiming, planting, erecting, and im- 
proving farm-houses, and buildings for farm purposes, farm roads, jetties, 
steam-engines, water-wheels, tanks, pipes, &c. - 

Owners in fee may effect improvements on their estates without incurring 
the expense and personal responsibilities incident to mortgages, and with- 
out regard to the amount of existing incumbrances. Proprietors may 
apply jointly for the execution of improvements mutually beneficial, such 
asa common outfall, roads through the district, water-power, &c. 

For further poem and for forms of application, apply to the 





Fyre, Sauvet Hoisvurn, Ship Chandler & Ship Painter, 62, Clyde-place, 


Hon. Witttam Napier, Managing ‘Director, 2, Old Palace-yard, West- 
minster. 5 
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We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
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*,* Any error or delay occurring in the transmission of this 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


We believe that a committee of the House of Com- 
mons will be named, on Monday next, to consider the 
policy of authorising the payment, out of the Consoli- 

Fund, of the salaries and compensations to per- 
sons appointed under or affected by the provisions of 
the present Bankruptcy Bill, should it law; 
and of imposing a stamp duty on the order for vestin 
a bankrupt’s copyhold or customary estate; and 0: 
authorising the collection of fees payable in cases of 
bankruptcy and insolvency, by means of stamps. 


- 


In a recent number (March 3, 1860) we inserted a 
communication calling attention to the very serious ob- 
jections which had been made to the 16th section of the 
Joint Stock Banking Companies Act, 1857, and to -the 
oe Pogson of the — section of 7 

roposed Companies Act, 1860, which appeared to 

aren as a substitute for it. The Companies Act, 
1860, has since been reprinted “as amended in com- 
mittee ;” and we are glad to observe that the section 
which called forth the remarks of our correspondent, 
and which in the amended Bill is numbered 209, now 
assumed a form more consonant with good sense and 

English than that of the corresponding section in 

e first edition of the Bill. The amended Bill is, in 
other respects, none the worse for the critical examina- 
tion which the Bill, as it originally stood, received in 
this Journal and elsewhere. 

Amongst the objectionable features of the Bill which 
are still retained, are the provisions relating to com- 
panies formed by guarantee, to scientific and charitable 
associations, and also to what is called constructive 
membership. $ 


An active movement is going on among the graduates 
of the University of London in anticipation of the pass- 
ing of Lord John Russell’s Reform Bill, which proposes 
to give a representative to that learned ly. We 
allude to the matter merely for the purpose of — 
that a considerable number of the most distingui 
and influential persons connected with the University 
are desirous to secure for it the high honour and t 
advantage of having for its first representative Sir John 
Romilly, the Master of the Rolls. His judicial office 
prevents him from any personal participation in the pro- 
ea dhpram have adopted to secure his return. 
Indeed, we are not aware whe there is any intention 
on the part of his supporters to proceed to a poll in the 
event of any vigorous goes which, according to 
present appearances, is by no means unlikely. 0 
other gentlemen are already in the field, neither of whom, 
however, can be considered personally to be competent 
to compete with Sir John Romilly. One of them, Dr. 
Foster, is the ye of the Society for the Liberation of 
Religion from State Control. The other is Sir Charles 
Locock, one of her ee 09 BD ne area Tnasmuch as 
politics are altogether outside the province of this journal 
we shall abstain from any attempt to describe the 
political opinions of these gentlemen. But, apart from 
all such considerations — which should always be 
secon in the case of the representatives of our uni- 


o, 177, 





versities—lawyers and the public generally have some 
interest in obtaining through such constituencies the ser- 
vices of men like Sir John Romilly. Indeed, the 
main eee adduced on behalf of the continuance of 
the Parliamentary franchise to these bodies is that they 
insure, or at all events that they afford a good chance for, 
the return to Parliament of a class of public men whé 
would be prevented from entering into ordinary cone 
aan — ames services sovmen are > 

uable to the State.. It is supposed that a 
educated gentlemen will not eae from ple: Po 
for their suffrages anything derogatory to even the 
highest judicial position, and that they will be less in- 
fluenced by noisy and d ic ap or ordi 
electioneering tactics, than less refined constituencies. 
We believe, however, that in the case of the London 
University, resort has already been had to the machinery 
and appliances ordinarily used in borough elections. 
But we are very much mistaken, if the. alumni of 
our metropolitan university are to be carried away 4 
such means. At all events, it is right that they 
bear in mind, that any observable absence of activity on 
the part of the supporters of Sir John Romilly is easily 
accounted for by the character of his office and fune- 
tions. 

Apart from any consideration of the distinguished 
claims of Sir John Romilly on account of the unri- 
valled services of his illustrious father, we cannot avoid 
expressing our wish to see Sir John Romilly in Parlia- 
ment. During the comparatively short time in which 
he sat there, he proved himself a worthy descendant of 
Sir Samuel Romilly in all that related to the amend- 
ment of our laws. His high and a acknow- 
ledged reputation as a judge is wholly beside the pre- 
sent question, except so far as it bespeaks a profound 
and intimate acquaintance with one great branch of 
law, and its administration in this country, and so far 
affords a reason for expecting valuable services from its 

r, in relation to the numerous measures affect- 
ing the general policy of our law, which every session 
now produces. It is upon this ground alone that we 
remind those of our ers who will be among the new 
constituency that Sir John Romilly is named as the 
most eligible — to represent the University of 
London in the Reformed Parliament. 


Sir Hugh Cairns has given notice of his intention to 


move, when the Law of Property Bill comes on again for 
consideration, a clause to the following effect, viz. :-—re- 
citing that whereas by the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, no action, 
&c., should be brought to recover any sum secured by 
per ot ay re &c., charged on land, or any legacy, 
but within twenty years next after a right to receive 
the same has accrued, unless = payment, or an 
acknowledgment in writing should be given or made, 
and then within twenty years after such pa t or 
acknowledgment, and reciting that it is ient that 
the said enactment should be extended to the case of 
claims to the estates of persons dying intestate; and 
enacting accordingly. 

Owing tothe provisions of the 4th section of 23 Vict. 
c. 15, a form of affidavit for the Inland Revenue 
Office has been adopted in the Court of Probate, which 
it will ensstorteand be necessary to follow. 


Mr. Pitt Taylor has addressed a letter to the Zimes 
in reference to Mr. Hatch’s case, in which he advocates 
the abolition of the rule of law which prohibits persons 
indicted for criminal offences, and ir wives, from 
giving evidence on oath. 
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SOME QUESTIONS OF INTERNATIONAL LAW. 
The time appears to have come when the ‘study of 
international law is‘an ‘absolute for our states- 
men and jurists. A conversation upon the state of 
Naples, which took place in the Houseof Lords two 
months ago, afforded very convincing grounds for believ- 
ing that the heads of some of our tments of State 
have very little notion of international questions of a 
character. It was ‘once said, and has been often 
since repeated, that equity is the length of the Chan- 
eellor’s foot. Recent revelations of the state of know- 
leige or ignorance of our highest ministerial func- 
tionaries, as to the principles of public and private 
international law, teach us that the question of peace 
or war in this country frequently depends upon ‘the 
whim, or the misconception, or the uninformed opinion, 
ofa foreign Minister, or a First Lord of the Admiralty. 
The question raised in the conversation to which we 
have referred, related to the duty of English naval 
officers whose ships were stationed in the Bay of 
Naples, in reference to Neapolitan subjects who 
claimed their protection upon the ground that they 
were exposed to personal r. It appeared, by 
the. statement which the D of Somerset then 
made, that no special instructions had been given 
te ‘officers in command of ships; but he stated that 
the rule with regard to reception on board her Ma- 
jesty’s ships was not that protection should be 
afforded to persons flying from justice, or desiring 
toeseape the sentence of a court of law; but that ‘the 
British flag should “ afford protection to any refugee fly- 
ing from persecution in any country, on account of his 
politiga| opinions, either by the tyranny of monarchs or 
the violence of mobs.” The first Lord of ‘the 
Admiralty in making this statement was under the dis- 
advantage of having no r ised work of ‘authority 
to which he might appeal in support of it ; and assuming 
these instructions to be sent out to the Bay of Naples for 
the regulation of the proceedings of sian: 6 officers in the 
present crisis, or anywhere else in a similar crisis, it is 
obvious cnough that under:such a rule of conduct there 
would be the utmost risk that acts entirely opposed to 
international law and the comity of nations would ‘take 
om It is clear that it would be unsafe ‘to make an 
nglishman’s notion of the tyranny of monarchs the 
test of England’s right, as a member of the confra- 
ternity of nations, to initerfére with the execution of 
what purported to be, and what was ez facie, a ‘formal 
and legal judgment of a constituted and authorised 
tribunal, in a country of which the person claiming pro- 
tection was a subject. Even supposing the assumed rule 
to be restricted to politieal offences, the difficulty 
attending any attempt by display of superior -ex- 
ternal force to set aside the action of constituted autho- 
Fities in any country is not diminished. Certainly 
the right would never be coneeded in this country 
to foreigners to interfere with the action of our law 
even in cases of political.offence. The rule, therefore, 
as stated by the Duke of Somerset, ap to require 
considerable modification. Perhaps that suggested at 
the time by — rsa would be sufficient for most 
purposes—namely, that hospitality to political refugees 
should be confined to times of civi imines or ee. 
lutionary violence. We are now not, however, concerned 
inane what the rule in this particular caseshould be. 
We are merely desirous of adducing it as a specimen of 
important questions which of late so frequently arise, 
in reference to which, in the present state of igno- 
rance of our statesmen about international law, we can- 
not but entertain serious a ious. 
_ We may illustrate our position by re to ‘an 
instance similar to the foregoing, and which also 
received the attention of liament iin the present 
session. Our operations on the Peiho River, and ‘the 
circumstances which led to them, are so recent as to be, 
doubtless, in the ‘of-allour readers. Some 
grave international questions were involved in that 





lamentable transaction; and although they were inci« 
dentally referred to in the discussions in Parliament.en 
the subject, they have received nothing like the conside- 
ration which their abstract importance demands. Tt may 
be asked, first, how far a denial by one country of the 
right of the ambassador of another country, “to choose 
the most expeditious and commodious route to the capi- 
tal,” is by the law of nations a casus belli. Secondly, how 
far, and in what cases, an ambassador, who happens to be 
accompanied by an armed force, has a right, without the 
special authority or sanction of his government, to go to 
war with the power to which he is accredited. And 
thirdly, in such a case (this point, however, but remotely 
touches any question of international law) it is very 
uncertain whether an ambassador has authority over a 
naval or military force, or to what extent he can order or 
direct their operations. 

The discussion in the House of Commons, on 
Thursday night, on the subject of the subscriptions now 
making m'this country, on behalf of the Sicilian move- 
ment, and ‘the further discussion on the question of the 
enlistment ofsoldiers for the Pope’s army, are also useful 
illustrations of ‘the absolute necessity which exists in 
our present complicated relations with European States 
of an earnest and systematic study of the principles of 
public and private international law by those of our 
statesmen who ‘affect foreign politics, as well as by the 
law advisers of the Crown. ‘We reserve the poi 
involved in the last-mentioned discussions for 
consideration. 


ture 


> 
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THE FUSION OF LAW AND EQUITY. 

We print elsewhere an able and ingenious defence 
of the Law and Equity Bill, which was read by Mr. 
Walker Marshall, at the last meeting of the Juridical 
Society. Although our opinion of the Chancellor’s 
abortive measure is not in the least shaken by the clever 

ent contained in this paper, we are glad upon 
this, ‘as _, all other subjects, to make the Solicitors’ 
Journal the medium for the freest possible discussion 
of every topic of professional interest. Mr. Marshall 
has adopted the well known device of advocacy which 
consists in accumulating arguments in support of a part 
of his case, which no one disputes, and quietly passing 
over the real difficulty, without anything more than a 
bare assertion in its support. Nine-tenths of the paper 
is devoted to proving that the whole law of England, 
which, as he rightly says, comprises what is technically 
called equity, as well as what is technically called law, 
might have been just as well administered by one court 
as by two. Apart from the difficulties which arise 
from the circumstance that equity has in point of fact 
adie up in a different region from law, has been in- 
ormed with a different spirit, and administered by 
means of a totally different procedure, no one in his 
senses can contend that the fusion of law and equity is 
not a desirable thing. We are prepared to go a ste 
further and say, that it is not only desirable, but, 
attempted in the right way, without precipitation, quite 
acticable to-effect this great reform, even at this day. 
ur ch; inst Lord Campbell’s Bill was, not that 
it tended to fuse the two branches of English law into 
one, but that, on the contrary, it was certain to destroy 
the larger and more comprehensive system, in the 
vttempt to transfer it suddenly from courts where it 
pe oy up towards perfection, and has developed .a 
suitable practice, to other courts, by which it.has always 
been with more or less of narrow jealousy, 
and w technical forms are utterly incapable of 
iving free play to equitable principles. If the Bill 
not been virtually rejected y, it might have 
succeeded in destro ane sneer iction of court 
where equi is really ed inistered; but it could not 
have i the spirit of equity in a moment into 
rigid system of the common law, or have made room 
for equity juri nee in a procedure which would 





soon have cramped it to death. 
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Starting from the ground which is common to Mr. 
Marshall and ourselves, that the fusion of law and 
— is one of the objects which a law reformer 
could propose to himself, let us consider in what way the 
deaveh 1 result can be most safely ee about. The real 
state of things is this. The law of England is made up 
of those principles which the common law courts 
enforce without coming into collision with the Court of 
Chancery, and of the Rnctiisien which equity has added 
thereto. There is a class of subjects on which the legal 
tribunals would decide one way and the equitable courts 
another ; but these instances under the second head, 
because in such cases of so called collision, the law of 
England really is that which the courts of equity declare. 
For instance, a court of law would say that a trustee of 
land is entitled to eject his cestui que trust, and that 
after the day of default is passed, a mortgagor has no 
interest. in the mort property. But the straitest 
ofcommon lawyers would scarcely assert—certainly Mr. 
Marshall would not, if we understand him rightly—that 
it is any pert of the law of England that a trustee may 
defraud his cestui que trust, or a mo ee resist the 
right of his mor x to redeem. There is this further 
to be observed, that technical equity, by virtue of its 
maxim, equitas sequitur legem, acknowledges the whole law 
of England, though it does not actively enforce so much 
of it as is adequately administered in other courts. 
Technical law, on the other hand, refuses to recognise 
more than a part of the jurisprudence of the country. 
If it were determined to fuse the two systems into one, 
there are but three ways in which it could be done. 
You might annihilate the Court of Chancery and direct 
the courts of law for the future to administer equity ; 
or you might abolish the courts of law and require the 
Court of Chancery to enforce legal as well as equitable 
rights; lastly, you might give to each court a concurrent 
jurisdiction over law and equity, and before taking any 
further step, allow them time to accommodate their 

ractice to their new duties until it was seen on which 
‘oundation a single court of universal jurisdiction could 
best be built up. 

Of these three methods of bringing about the desired 
reform, the first two appear to us to be excluded by very 
obvious considerations. It is impossible, or at any rate 
—and that is enough for our argument—it is not proved 
to be possible, to transfer the traditions and spirit of 
either department of law into the courts which 
have been hitherto almost exclusively occupied with 
the other. In so serious a matter as this it 
would be the —. of rashness to impair the 
machinery either of legal or equitable courts, until 
experience had shown that the tribunal to which 
the jurisdiction was proposed to be transferred was 
thoroughly imbued with the principles which it would 
have to apply. There is another condition almost more 
essential, and that is, that the forms and procedure of 
the favoured court should be put into a shape which 
would not impede the efficient performance of its new 
duties. A priori, one would imagine that courts of 
equity, which in their daily business take account. of 
legal “pe as the foundation on which equity is built, 
would be more capable of administeri ‘the whole law 
of England, than the tribunals which, until lately, 
utterly ignored the principles of equity, and even now 
exercise, under recent statutes, a limited and not v 
successful F geet ner of this kind. This, so far as it 
goes, would tend! to show that it would be less hazardous 
to transfer legal jurisdiction to the Court of Chancery, 
than to hand over the functions of equity judges to the 
Courts of Westminster. But we are not advocates of 
either of these: plans, which seem to us to be full of 
danger. The diverse nature of legal and equitable pro- 
cedure appears quite conclusive upon this head. i 
once and still retains in theory, a system of 
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the Court of C introduced the method of plead» 
ing at large, combined with the obligation of i 
on oath; and so superior has this process been found 
for the investigation of equitable matters, that except 
where some simple defence, like the Statute of Limita- 
tions, forms the essence of the contest, a plea’is scarcely 
ever resorted to; and the looser but more convenient 
system of bill and answer is almost universally arg 
If the immediate question were the converse of 
Campbell’s project—viz., the transfer of law to courts 
of ot ey might be a fair subject of discussion 
whether pleading at large, as practised in Chancery, 
would not work better even in the settlement of 
disputes than the ingenious but over subtle device of 
special pleading. The difficulty commonly suggested. 
is, that without strict logical pleading it would be impossi« 
ble to pick out the issues for a jury to try. But, in point 
of fact, we know that the result of the pleadings isalmost 
always to present a large number of false issues—the mere 
creation of the pleader—besides the one or two mate- 
rial issues on which the contest really turns. These 
same issues, moreover, are as often as not a compound 
of fact and law, and cannot but be so by reason of the 
rule that facts are to be pleaded according to their legal 
effect. The practical result, therefore, is that the jury 
learn the question which they are to try, not from the: 
opening of the pleadings by the junior counsel, which 
they never understand, but from the statement at 
of the leading counsel, and the summing up of 
judge, who really performs the function which im 
theory belongs to the pleadings, of separating matters 
of fact from matters of law, and defining the precise 
points which the jury have to decide. It is by no means’ 
clear that a judge could not do this quite as well with a 
bill and answer before him, as he can do it now with 
the aid or the embarrassment, as the case may be, of @ 
set of complicated pleas, replications, rebutters, and the 
rest. But we are not concerned to prove that pleading: 
at large might in all cases be substituted with advantage: 
for the common law system. It is a to say that 
strict pleading cannot, ty possibility, adapt itself to: 
equitable suits. The difficulties, as to parties alone, 
would be quite insurmountable. Even at an earlier 
stage, the procedure would break down. The theory of 
the common law was to label and ticket all the possible 
wrongs which a man could suffer, and furnish an appro- 
priate writ for each. Narrow decisions, in early times; 
made this scheme worse in practice than even in theory; 
but even if all judges had been as liberal as Lond 
Mansfield, they would have failed to build up an ex~ 
haustive jurisprudence on such a foundation. There 
are rights and wrongs which cannot be catalogued im 
this way beforehand ; and no court which does not allow 
a plaintiff to state his own case in his own way, untram>' 
melled by technical rules, can ever effectually exercise am 
equitable jurisdiction. These considerations seem quite 
to exclude from the category of rational reforms at- 
tempts to transfer equity to courts of law without » 
radical change in their practice and procedure. At the’ 
same time the difficulty of er trial by jury upon 
the forms of chancery pleading, which has not yet, atany 
rate, been surmounted, is an ally nt reason for 
not taking away the jurisdiction of the common: law. 
courts, and handing it over toe the Court of Chancery: 
The only remaining method of bringing about the: 
fusion which Mr. Marshall advocates, is to enlarge the 
concurrent jurisdiction of both courts. The great ad- 
ee of this plan would be, that common law courts» 
would get no equitable suits until they had moulded: 
inciples into a shape which 
with such matters assuccess~) 


their practice and their 
would enable them to 
fully as the Court of Chancery now does. So, ow the’ 
other hand, no etl uit jokges ant would penetrate 
into un j and equity 

as well as courts of law. If courte of law were’ en 
powered in all cases to-granitrinjunctions, and courts of 
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uity to enforce payment of tradesmen’s bills, a man 
who wished to restrain equitable waste would probably 
prefer an equitable court, and a butcher who was 
anxious to get a settlement of his account, would be 
likely to select a legal tribunal. All would go on as 
before until it became manifestly for the benefit of 
suitors to carry any particular class of litigation toa 
different forum. It is possible that both legal and equi- 
table courts, on being endowed with a universal con- 
current jurisdiction, would modify their a agg 80 as 
to make it as widely applicable as might be. If they 
did so, the ultimate Ba 9 would be the growth of a 
form of — fitted to deal with questions of every 
kind, and therefore suited to a single court of universal 
jurisdiction. But such a practice cannot be called into 
existence by guess work; still less can it be assumed 
that the existing methods of the common law supply 
all that is to be desired in this respect. Of course, it 
may be said, that if you were merely to give a con- 
current jurisdiction on all matters to both courts, 
each might, perhaps, go on in its old ways, and the de- 
sired fusion would never be attained. But even in this 
event no harm would be done, which is more than 
could be said of a project to force an imperfect and dis- 
torted growth of equity in courts of law, by the 
summary process of destroying the existing jurisdiction, 
and driving suitors, whether willing or unwilling, into 
a court where they would not otherwise have sought 
The man who has an equitable title to relief 

ought not to be deprived of his resort to a court of 
equity, ae more than a contest of a purely legal cha- 
racter ought to be forcibly transferred to the Court of 
Chancery. But it is such a transfer as this that 
Lord Campbell proposes to effect. He would give toa 
court of law the right to issue an injunction to prevent a 
court of equity from entertaining an equitable question. 
There is no sort of analogy between such injunctions 
and those which are now granted to restrain legal proceed- 
ings. In effect, a court of equity in staying an action 
requires the defendant at law to admit the legal right. 
So far from hindering the legal remedy of the plaintiff 
at law, or taking upon itself to adjudicate = it, the 
basis of its interference is the concession of all the legal 
rights which are claimed at law. But a court of law, in 
staying an equitable suit under Lord Campbell's Bill, 
ae of making it a sine qué non that the defendant 
in equity should concede the equitable question, would 
say, “True it is that you, the plaintiff in equity, may 
have right on your side; but we insist on your giving 
up the proceedings by which you have sought to en- 
force the right, in order that the question of equity may 
be decided in a legal court.” If the court of law should 
ultimately prove the better tribunal for affording equi- 
table relief, no harm would be done. But the only way 
to test this is to open the doors of both courts as wide 
as possible, and allow persons who seek equitable relief 
to go where redress can be most conveniently and 
effectually obtained. Mr. Marshall tacitly assumes that 
the administration of equity in courts of law would be 
as good as or better than it is at present; and his argu- 
ment goes the full length of advocating the abolition of 
all the judicial functions of the Court of Chancery. 
An m4 mapa who chose to assume that legal rights 
could be as effectually enforced in Chancery as at law, 


might argue in the same spirit that it was desirable to. 


have but one tribunal, and that the cognisance of all 
legal questions ought therefore to be transferred to 
courts of equity, with power to. restrain the courts of 
law from entertaining them. We are satisfied that 
neither of these assumptions would be justified by the 
event, and that a gradual modification of legal or equt- 
table procedure under the influence of enlarged concur- 
rent powers, can alone supply the material out of which 
asingle court of universal jurisdiction can be constructed, 
without pero the vital ‘principles either of law 
or equity, and possibly of both. 





LAW EXAMINATIONS. 

It is a pleasant and comfortable part of a young practitioner’s 
business to have a few wills to draw; and it is by no means the 
worst paid part of his business either. We mean to say, that 
it is pleasant and comfortable work enough when there is 
abundance of time to do it in, and when counsel’s opinion can 
be taken upon any knotty point that may turn up; but to be 
called suddenly to the bed-side of a sick and dying man, and 
to have then and there to catch the bearing of his intentions as 
to which way his property shall go from his incoherent and 
uncertain mutterings, often contradicting one moment what 
he has said the moment before, and to draw an instrument 
which will hold water and yet carry out the intentions of the 
testator, is a duty which tries as thoroughly and as searchingly 
the powers of the draftsman as anything he can possibly be 
called upon to perform; and, therefore, it is most important 
that no man should be admitted on the rolls until he has proved 
himself able to draw a will of a simple and easy character. ~ 

Hitherto the Examiners have not seen fit to give any test 

uestions of this kind; but we would suggest for their consi- 

eration, whether such a test would not be an important 
improvement to their examination papers. It is obvious that 
questions of this nature absolutely preclude all cramming; and 
it is as obvious that they induce the candidate to direct 
his attention towards subjects which will be useful and neces- 
sary for him to bear in mind during the whole of his legal 
existence. As the examination papers are at present framed, 
we venture to assert that not one man in ten can be 
found who could answer the questions fully and satisfactorily, 
say two years after he has passed, without any preparation 
or cramming. It stands to reason that it must be so. A man 
with a good memory and tolerable powers of application, can 
in a few months cram up the answers to enough questions to 
pass him easily; but when he has passed and turns his mind 
to some other kind of work, he must forget all these answers 
very shortly. For instance, he will of course have learnt off the 
answers as given in that valuable hot-bed of cramming “ The 
Leguleian,” to the question following:—‘‘ Could a judgment 
obtained at common law be set aside in equity? How was . 
this settled in 1616, and by whom, and on what occasion?” 
and will also know all about the distinguished Chancellors 
reducing the system of equity to order, according to the 
favourite question which we alluded to on a former occasion; 
but were he asked those very questions a year anda day after 
the date of his passing, he would be as much in the dark about 
the answers probably as the rest of the world is wont to be. 

And it is, therefore, evident that the generality of the ques- 
tions at present propounded are perfectly useless the moment 
the candidate has passed. Once safely through, he must 
look upon all the time he spent in preparing for his examina- 
tion as so much time absolutely thrown away. But the man 
who could once answer such questions as we have suggested 
would find occasion to use his knowledge perpetually—he 
could not by any contrivance get by heart any set answer—he 
would find himself driven to master the principles of his sub- 
ject, and from such principles to work out the answer to the 
particular case before him—and such, we submit, is the true 
object of a bond fide examination. 

We are aware that our suggestions may be met by the fact 
that to draw up each year’s examination papers containing 
questions such as we propose would be a most lengthened and 
laborious task. We think that that difficulty might be easily 
overcome in the following manner. Let every solicitor of 
standing who interests himself in the welfare of his profession 
make a note of any case, draft, will, or pedigree, as the case 
may be, which he thinks suited to form the basis of a question 
for examination—and let him forward such note to the ex- 
aminers. In this way they would be kept with a constant 
supply of materials adapted for their purpose, and cut and 
dried for turning into suitable questions at a moment’s notice. 

In the hope of finding some questions that might aid us in 
our suggestions, we have turned our attention to the rs in 
the “Civil Service” examinations. We regret to say that the 
principle pursued in that examination is nearly as defective as 
our own. As we are ignorant what amount of legal know- 
ledge is likely to be required of the aspirants, we are unable, 
of course, to judge what kind of questions should in our opinion 
be selected; but, from the mere glance we iftdulged in, we feel 
certain that there is much room for improvement. Take one 
question at hazard“ State the general nature of the proceed- 
ings which can be founded on a summons”—this is a legiti- 
mate example of our old enemies the “mysterious” class. 
What is the “general nature” of proceedings on a summons ? 
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‘We fear we must again fall back upon the kindness of some 
of our readers learned in Chancery to enlighten us. 

We deprecate the idea that because this is not a strictly 
legal examination, it is absurd to criticise too closely the form 
of the questions; we maintain, that if there is an examination 
in law at all, it is only right that such examination should be 
as fitted to carry out its object as it can possibly he made. 


<i 
— 





SUGGESTIONS FOR AMENDING PROCEDURE IN 
SUITS IN CHANCERY. 
[COMMUNICATED. ] 

In offering the few following suggestions on the procedure of 
our courts of equity I beg to have it understood that I do so as 
@ provincial solicitor, desirous that his provincial client may 
participate as far as possible in the advantages which the town 
Client of a London solicitor enjoys; at the same time empha- 
tically repudiating all idea that the town solicitors have sought 
or do seek any change that may not extend to the provincial 
solicitors and their provincial clients the same benefit as to 
themselves or their town clients. Insinuations to the contrary 
are, I am convinced, on the one hand utterly groundless, while 
on the other they are calculated to do much mischief by dis- 
turbing that unanimity of action which is essential to promoting 
the well-being of the profession. 

The first step in a cause in equity to which I would direct 
attention is the taking of evidence—the most important, perhaps, 
in the cause. Few men will be found who will support the 
system of receiving evidence of facts by affidavits. And the 
evil of the system in the case of motions is aggravated by 
allowing the parties to file affidavits in support, and reply, 
till the motion is heard. A saying, attributed to Lord Justice 
Knight Bruce, describes the absurdity of it. He is reported to 
have said—“ Let them alone; they will swear themselves out 
of court in time.” 

When the examination of witnesses was taken on interroga- 
tories, the attendance of the solicitor was not essential. But now 
that it is oral, the case is far otherwise; and it is very essential 
that the solicitor who has attended to the case throughout, and 
is thoroughly acquainted with all the facts, should be present 
at the examination, either conducting it himself, or from time 
to time giving such instructions to his counsel as his intimate 
knowledge of the facts, and the answer of the witnesses to 
preceding questions, may suggest. Now, if the examinations 
are taken in London, the provincial client of a provincial soli- 
tor is exposed to what seems to mea peculiar hardship in this 
and other similar instances, namely, that he loses the benefit of 
his own solicitor’s attendance at the examination of his wit- 
nesses, or pays the expenses of it out of his own pocket. 
Besides, examinations in London add considerably to the costs 
in the cause, not only in respect of the solicitor’s attendance, 
but of the witnesses aleo, supposing them not to be resident in 
or in the neighbourhood of London. It seems to me, therefore, 
that examinations before examiners in the country ought to be 
encouraged, and the system receive all the improvement of 
which it is capable. It may be said that the parties naming 
their own special examiner for the examination of their wit- 
nesses ought to be satisfied, But that is taking a contracted 
view of the question. The Court ought to be satisfied; and the 
length of the depositions and the mass of irrelevant matter in 
them have long been a subject of remark and complaint. Lord 
Eldon exonerated the commissioner from the blame by ascribing 
it to the form and character of the interrogatories, the commis- 
sioner being bound to have every question in each of them on 
which the witness was examined fully answered. This excuse 
no longer exists, and there is less cause of complaint. But the 
depositions are still frequently overloaded with irrelevant matter, 
and this seems to be more especially the case with examinations 
taken before special examiners. The taking of examinations 
correctly and succinctly is an art to be gained only by practice 
and experience; and therefore it is not surprising that examina- 
tions before the Examiners in London should be preferred to 
those before special examiners in the country. 

The next proceeding open to observation is the working out 
of the decree. We all know how extensive and intricate are 
the inquiries and accounts frequently directed by the decree, 
yet all these (with one single exception) have to be worked 
the chambers of the judge in London, — It will of course 
ndmitted that an agent who knows no more of the facts and 

ils of the case than his conduct of the cause in court may 
made him acquainted with, and whose various other ayo- 
prevent him from studying the case in detail must be 


pitt 


i 





far less competent to conduct the inquiry than the solicitor who 
has got up and conducted the case from its commencement, 

has thus acquired a thorough knowledge of all the circum- 
stances. Nor is it possible to communicate this knowledge by any 
written communication. Here, then, the provincial client of a 
provincial solicitor is at a disadvantage. He must himself pay 
the costs of his solicitor’s attendance in London, or lose the 
benefit of his solicitor’s presence. Then, again, look at the cost 
of the inquiry itself, and how magnified by its being conducted 
in London at a distance (perhaps great) from the place of resi- 
dence of the parties. You go before the judge’s clerk, whohas 
perhaps twenty appointments for the same day (many small 
matters, no doubt, but enough to cause an interruption), and 
after passing perhaps two hours, or by an extraordinary favour 
three or four, the case is adjourned to a future day, and the 
parties have to wait in London, or return into the country, and 
again return to London to attend the adjourned appointment. 
Now all this seems 'to admit of an easy remedy, for which the 
exception before alluded to is a precedent. 

The exception I allude to is, the power vested in the chief 
clerk to direct accounts to be inquired into, and repo upon, 
by accountants in the country. Such a direction, in the 
excepted case, confers the benefit I should like to see extended 
to all cases. But, I do not think the references to accountants 
are on asatisfactory footing. The accountant states the account _ 
in his own way, and he arrives at conclusions by a method of his 
own, over which there is little or no control; and I speak from 
experience when I say, that it sometimes happens the account~ 
ant adopts, and persists in acting on, notions entirely erroneous, 
thereby rendering his report valueless, though costly enough to 
the parties. 9 

To facilitate the working out of decrees and the better con- 
ducting of oral examination of witnesses, I suggest that officers 
of the Court (call them extra clerks or provincial clerks) should 
be appointed in all the principal towns throughout England, 
before whom the examination of witnesses should take place. 
And that the judge should be empowered to direct the inquiries 
and accounts directed by the decree to be conducted and taken 
by such of these clerks as may be convenient. By these means 
the suitor would be enabled to have the inquiries conducted and 
the accounts taken in the immediate neighbourhood of himself, 
his advisers, and witnesses, at a very great saving of expense, both 
in time and money. Indeed, the saving of time would be the 
saving of money, and it is manifest that inquiries conducted on 
the spot and proceeding de die in diem, would be completed in @ 
much shorter space of time than when conducted at a great 
distance from the parties’ home and at intervals. 


I speak from experience of the advantages of such a system 
in working out decrees. The county palatine of Lancaster has 
its own Court of Chancery. The county is divided into three 
districts, each having its own registrar, by whom these inqui- 
ries are conducted and accounts taken—one at Preston, oneat 
Manchester, and one at Liverpool. The facilities thus afforded 
of conducting the inquiries and taking the accounts at home, are 
abundantly manifest, and far superior to those of working out 
decree at chambers in London. 


Liverpool. Jas. OTLEY WATSON. 
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BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY BILL. 


We are indebted to Mr. Edward Lawrance for the 
following “Further Notes” on the Attorney-General’s 
Bankruptcy and Insolvency Bill (as amended in com- 
mittee). Since Mr. Lawrance’s former “ Notes” re-: 
ceived circulation very considerable improvements haye 
been made in the Bint The following deal onl 
with those clauses in which amendment is still d 
expedient. 

Clause 16. The Constitution of the Court—It is doubted 
whether the Chief Judge and one Commissioner for the Lon- 
don district will be able to discharge all the duties imposed 
upon them by the Bill, seeing that all matters in insolvency, 
now heard in Portugal-street, aré to be disposed of in Basing- 
hall-street. It is suggested, that there should be two Commis- 
sioners for the London district, one of whom, at least, should, 
with the Chief Judge, form the Court of Appeal. 


As to the Business of the several Courts : 
42,44. As by Clause 16, the Chief Judge and Commissioner 
for the London district are to “ discharge all the duties whick 
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are now discharged by the Commissioners of the Court of 
Bankruptcy in London,” it.seems to be unnecessary to restrict 
the duties of the Commissioner to cases in which it shall appear 
that the assets will not amount to more than £300. This 
seems to be’a feeble attempt to make the dignity of the Chief 
Judge dependent on the pounds sterling likely to be realised. 
The amount of assets is by no means a criterion of the import- 
ance of the questions likely to arise under a bankruptcy, or of 
the conduct of the debtor. If the assets are represented by 
consignments to foreign parts, or are likely to be the subject of 
litigation, it would be difficult to estimate their probable 
amount. If it is necessary to draw any distinction between 
the Chief Judge and the Commissioner, with regard to the 
estates to be respectively administered by them, the line of de- 
marcation ought to be the amount of “ liabilities,” and not of 
4 assets,” 

The proposal to administer any bankrupt’s estate in a county 
court is open to grave consideration, seeing county court 
judges are ambulatory, and may not, whilst on circuit, for two 
or three weeks, be accessible in the precise locality where it 
may be deemed expedient to administer the estate, or where 
questions ought to be heard and decided. 

It is objectionable, as proposed by these Clauses, to carve a 

“ metropolitan district” out of the London district, schedule A; 
and to remit to that metropolitan district all matters in which 
itshall appear that the assets under the bankruptcy would 
probably not exceed the sum of £300. In a vast majority of 
Cases, in which the trader debtor resides within the “ London 
district,” the creditors carry on business in London. The con- 
venience of the creditors, and not of the debtor, should be 
considered, 
. By the present practice the Chief Commissioner will, upon 
the application of the major part, in value, of the creditors, 
remove a petition of adjudication from the court in which it 
Was originally filed to-any other court more convenient to the 
creditors ; byt no such power of removal is given by Clause 44, 
im cases where the assets amount to more than £300. 

The general result of these Clauses will be, that the Chief 
Judge alone will have jurisdiction in all matters within the 
London district, in which the assets exceed £300; that the 
London Commissioner alone will have jurisdiction in cases 
which arise within twenty miles, and in which the assets will 
not exceed £300; and that, beyond that limit, to the extent of 
the London district, the county court will alone have jurisdic- 
tion in cases in which the assets will not exceed £300, Surely 
these distinctions are unnecessary, and will cause confusion, 
delay, inconvenience, and expense. 


» 45. The valuation proposed by this Clause, for the purpose 
of estimating the assets, will also cause delay and expense. 


- 72, 73. The first of these Clauses proposes to retain the 
taxing master of the present Court of Bankruptcy ; the second 
Meclares, that the taxing officer of the Court for the Relief of 
Insolvent Debtors shall be taxing officer of the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy, and shall act as such in the London District Court of 
Bankruptcy. Is it intended to have two taxing officers, one 
for the larger, and the other for the smaller class of business ? 

If the transfer be made, then schedule C. does not appear 
to contain any provision for the salary of the taxing officer. 
The Clause appears to have been amended without any cor- 
responding alteration being made in the note at the foot of 
schedule C. It would be more convenient if the salaries of 
the taxing officer and registrars of the Court for the Relief of 
Insolvent Debtors were defined in the schedule. 


See also Clause 86, which seems to contemplate one taxing 


master only, who is to tax ail bills. 


79. It would be mischievous to permit proceedings, papers, 
and documents, to be o to the inspection of all persons. 
At present they are only open to the inspection of creditors, 
and then only by leave of the Court, who may, and sometimes 

es, refuse permission. The interests of creditors might be 
seriously affected, if an adverse claimant were permitted to 
inspect the proceedings. 


As to Official Assignees :—~ 


90, 91, 92, 93, 95, 96, 97. It is strongly urged that the 
assignee should in no case be displaced, whatever may 
be the increased power to be given to the creditor’s 


— ee. ‘collcotamaaie shown the Srasuaainen official 
ignee in collec assets, retaining the pt’s books, 
examining the bankrupt's balance sheet, paying the dividends 
ata fixed place and certain time, and.examining, as each divi- 





dend is payable, the securities tendered by the creditor, to see 
that he has not, from other sources, received the full amount 
of his debt, and that he is stillentitled to rank as a creditor 
in respect of the amount for which proof was originally 


It is suggested that the protection given by Clause 94 might 
be extended, so as to render it unnecessary to join an official 
assignee as plaintiff, or that if joined as defendant, he should 
be entitled to a verdict on producing the certificate of his 
appointment. There are many instances in which official 
assignees have been compelled, in consequence of the absence of 
assets, and the insolvency of the creditors’ assignee, to pay 
large sums by reason of actsdone by them ministerially. 


The displacement of the official assignee and handing over 
all books, moneys, bills, &c. to the creditors’ assignee, is ob- 
jectionable, for the reasons before stated. The official assignees 
immediately upon his appointment, ought, and according to the 
present practice, does, write to the several debtors, requiring 
payment, and these applications are renewed by him from 
time to time, and ultimately followed up by summonses ; but, 
if the official assignee be displaced, he must either abstain from 
making those applications until the creditors’ assignee be ap- 
pointed, or a second notice to the debtors will ‘be ips Sr 
from the creditors’ assignee to pay him, and not the offici 
assignee. 

The account proposed to be sent, at this early stage, would 
be necessarily meagre and imperfect, but the expense of send- 
ing a printed copy by post to every creditor would be can- 
siderable. 

99. For the reasons before stated, it is deemed expedient that 
all books, papers, and securities should remain im the custody of 
a public officer. 

It is considered, also, that neither the bankrupt, his attorney, 
a creditor, or claimant, would have such ready access to 
books in the hands of the creditors’ assignee, as of an official 


assignee. 
(To be Continued.) 


a 
—> 


The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vacancies, &e. 


QUEEN’S BENCH. 


(Sittings at Nisi Prius, after Term, before Mr. Justice Himy 
and a Common Jury.) - ¢ 





value, and the came in and Mr. Wood of 
the house, which he thought had been y conveyed to him. 
Tt was also that there wasa discrepancy between the 
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read und this: row of houses, No, 7 was the 12th house, so 
that: Mr. Wood purchased. No. 12:and got No.7. They were 
proved to be exactly alike, to be of the same: value, 

one was let for £30, and the other for £34 a-year, and to be 
equally encumbered; but the question of the defendant’s 
Kiability 


wholly turned upon whether he was guilty of actual | 


in not detecting the difference in the particulars of 
sale; supplied to him as his-instructions by Mr: Wood, and in 
the abstract of title supplied by Hughes. It was: not im- 
puted that Mr. Smith had failed in fidelity or honesty to. his 
client; but the plaintiff submitted that he ought to have made 
inquiry, especially when he found that No. 12 was said in the 
catalogue to be occupied bya Mr. Wakefield, and the abstract 
related to a house occupied. by Mr. Toovey, and that he ought 
not to have jumped to the conclusion that the tenant .Toovey 
had been succeeded by Wakefield. It was suggested that 
Hughes had substituted No. 7 for No. 12, because Jefferson, the 
mortgagee. of No, 7, was under his control, whereas Mr. 
Constantine, the mortgagee of No. 12, would not have con- 
sented to the £275 being paid to Hughes.. But on the part.of 
Mr. Smith, it was shown that the under leases from Hughes to 
Jones of both houses were utterly worthless, on account of a 
valid ir at the time, and that, as the condition 
of sale precluded all inquiry into transactions anterior to the 
the under lease, it was out. of his power: to discover the 

fraud which had been practised. 
The jury found a verdict for the plaintiff. Damages £220, 
being the amount paid by Mr. Wood less the amount paid as 

deposit by him at the auction. 


oe 


(Before Mr. Commissioner BarLow.) 


Re Way, an alleged Lunatic.—On Tuesday, the Ist instant, 
an inquiry was held at West Green, Tottenham, before Mr. 
Commissioner Barlow, for the purpose of ascertaining the state 
of mind of Mr, John Way. ‘The order under which the com- 
missioner acted was for an inquiry concerning the lunacy of 
John Way, and from what time the lunacy had existed. Two of 
Mr. Way’s sons, viz., William and Walter, had lodged a 
caveat against the petition, and together with his third and 
youngest son, Frederic, had obtained leave to attend the in- 
quiry. illiam and Walter claimed the benefit of a deed 
executed in their favour by their father in January, 1860, and 
Frederic claimed the benefit of another deed, under which he 
would be entitled to considerable property, and which was 
executed by his father in June, 1859. Mrs. Way, who was the 
second wife of the alleged lunatic, and the mother of Frederic, 

Mr. J. Napier Higgins, and Mr. A. G. Langley, for th 
petitioner, said, there were two questions to be Fectded, viz., 
the lunacy, and the time of its commencement; but it was 
neither the duty nor ‘the interest of the petitioner to contest 
the questions raised ‘by the sons. 


Mr. Jessel was for the lunatic; and Mr. Freeman and Mr. 
Archibald appeared for the sons. 


A great deal of evidence was gone into, which left no doubt 
of the insanity of Mr. Way at the present time, and there was 
some evidence to show that he was not sane in June, 1859, or 
in January, 1860, 

The Commissioner, in the course of the hearing, and at. its 
conclusion, made some observations on the great inconvenience 
arising from the practice of the Lerds Justices, in making 
orders which direct inquiries as to the time of a lunacy com- 
mencing. As had been pointed out in the present case, the 
fact of present lunacy once being proved, it was the business of 
no one to carry the date back far enough to invalidate the trans- 
actions with the sons. On the other hand, they were present, and 
deeply interested in preventing any such attempt. It was not the 
duty of the petitioner to enter upon the contest with the soms, 
and she weed steed confined herself to making out a primé 
Facie-case only as to the fact of lunacy prior to the transaction 
of June, 1859. But for the great expense of having another 

» before a jay, he: Ate ‘learned Cormissioner 





lunatic, when he should: be appointed, to settle the questions 
with the sons which had been raised, but which could not be 
satisfactorily dealt with on this inquiry. 





Her Majesty has conferred the Companionship of the 
Order of the Bath upon Mr. Erskine , clerk- } 
the House of Commons. 


Mr. Thomas Shepherd Noble, of the city of York, has been 
appointed a commissioner to administer oaths.in the Court of 
Chancery. 

Mr. Anthony Carr, of 26, Rood-lane, London, has: Been 
a a London commissioner to administer oaths in Com~- 
mon Law. ; 


allies 
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Parliament and L2gislation, 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, May 14. 
OFFENCES AGAINST THE PERSON. 

Upon the third reading of this Bill, 

The Marquis of WestmEATH took occasion to express ‘his 
opposition ‘to some of its provisions. He contended that the 
Bill gave no sufficient protection to the public against the fatal 
results of careless and reckless driving. In the last. two years 
it appeared by the returns that 134 persons had been killed, 
and 1,827 maimed and injured, in the metropolis alone, by bei 
knocked down and run over. The present state of the law 
utterly ineffectual to repress the evil. Few persons could 
bring an action against the individual causing the injury; and 
there was no public prosecutor to put the law in motion. 
deaths were generally found to be accidental by the coroners” 
juries, but the word was quite conventional; it was ridi 
to suppose that all the 134: victims were killed by accident. 
What was required to repress such recklessness was a power of 
immediately arresting the offender and awarding an immediate 

rsonal punishment, not 2 paltry fine of 40s, In 
the play, a doctor asked how a certain patient was. “He is 
dead,” was the reply. ‘“ Impossible! He was not to die till 
Thursday.” “ Nevertheless he died or Tuesday, after taking the 
remedy prescribed.” To which the doctor returned, “ En i 
I am satisfied. If the formalities of medicine were gone: 
all was right.” It appeared to him in this case, that if 
formalities of law were observed that was all that was looked 
for. Believing that such offences as he had described required 
to be treated with something more than a mere legal i 
he must withhold his assent from that portion of the Bill, 

Viscount Duncannon thought the Bill provided a sufficient 
punishment for the various offences to which it related. For 
driving over a person so as to-cause his death two years’ im- 
prisonment might be imposed; and in the case of death from a 
railway accident maliciously camsed, the offender might be 
sentenced to penal servitude for life. 

After a few words from the Earl of CLancarty, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said these Bills for the Comso- 
lidation of the Criminal Statute Law had been brought 
to their present matured state by the labours of successive 
Governments for the last thirty years, Whether the Govern- 
ment was a Liberal or a Conservative one, the measures had 
been proceeded with, and the-result was that a great object had 
been accomplished, and the criminal law had been consolidated 
in a manner which would be found most beneficial. With 
regard to the remarks of the noble marquis, they were similar 
to the remarks which he had on previous occasions addressed 
to their lordships, and which had then been fully answered. 
The Bill was wholly unexceptionable in the points adverted to. 
by the noble marquis. 

The Bill was then read a third time and passed, 


LARCENY. 
ForGERY. 
Maticrovus Insorres To Property. 
CornaGE OFFENCES. 
ACCESSORIES AND ABETTORS. 
CruaxaL Starures R&PBAL. 
These Bills were also read.a third time and passed. 
Tuesday, May 15. 
‘Banxrurt Law (Scottanp) AmenpManr. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, May 11. 
Arrorneys, SOLICITORS, AND CERTIFICATED CONVEYANCERS. 
Petitions were presented by Mr. D. Fortescue, from attorneys 
and solicitors of Andover; by Mr. Packe, from attorneys and 
solicitors of the borough of Leicester; and by Mr. Deedes, from 
attorneys and solicitors of Hythe, in favour of this Bill. 


Monday, May 14. 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 

A petition was presented by Mr. Collier, from Plymouth, 
for extending the jurisdiction of the county courts to cases in 
bankruptcy and insolvency. 

ATTORNEYS, SoLicirors, AND CERTIFICATED CONVEYANCERS. 


A petition was presented by Sir J. D. Elphinstone, from 
attorneys and solicitors at Portsmouth, in favour of this Bill. 


MarRRIAGES (EXTRA-PAROCHIAL PLACES). 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 

Mr. E. P. Bouverre inquired whether the Attorney-General 
could tell the House when it would be asked to go into com- 
mittee on the Bankruptcy Bill. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL.—This is a very cruel question, 
I see no prospect at present of fixing a day, but I am in treaty 
with my noble friend at the head of the Government for this 
day week, in the hope that we may make such progress in one 
a that I may see my way clear to a morning sitting on the 


Tuesday, May 15. 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 


_ A petition was presented by Mr. Tollemache from Nantwich, 
in fayour of the Bill, 


Wednesday, May 16. 
Cuarity TRUSTEES. 


On the motion of Mr, Metor, the order for the second 
reading of this Bill was discharged, and the Bill withdrawn. 


Court oF CHANCERY. 


On the motion of Sir G. C. Lewis, in the absence of the 
Attorney-General, the order of the day for going into committee 
on this Bill upon Monday next was read and discharged; and 
it was ordered that the Bill be referred to the following Select 
Committee:—The Attorney-General, Sir James Graham, Mr. 
Henley, Mr. Walpole, Mr. Headlam, the Solicitor-General, Sir 
ime Cairns, Mr. Malins, Mr. Knight, Mr. Hadfield, and Mr. 

jurray. 





NOTICES OF MOTION. 
HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, May 14. 
TRusteEs, MortGAGEEs, &c. 

Committee on recommitment to meet on Monday, the 21st. 

PeTiTion or RicuHt. 

EccLestasticaL Courts JURISDICTION. 

Committee to meet on Tuesday, the 22nd inst. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, May 21. 
Jom Stock ComMPANIEs. 
Committee on the Bills to meet. 


Soricitors’ Freres Inquiry. 
Mr. Kxicut.—To move for copy of the report to the Lord 
Chancellor Cranworth made by the Lord Justice Turner and the 
commissioners on this inquiry in the year 1856. 
BaNKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 
In committee, Lord Hentey and Mr. GARNetr to move 
ts. 


Tuesday, May 22, 
Cramanat Law Accounts. 

Mr. Howrs.—To move for returns of the number of officers and 
clerks employed in the office of examiners of criminal law ac- 
counts in each year since its establishment in 1857, with their 
salaries; of the total amount of the expenses of that establish- 


ment in each euch year; of the total amount of the demands 





made in each such year by the counties and local jurisdictions; 

in a of eal one eames 5a ee 

actually paid in each such year in respect of such demands, 
CORONER. 

Mr. CopBett.—To call the attention of the House to the report 
of the select committee on the office of coroner; and to move for 
leave to bring ina Bill in conformity with the recommendations 
in the report of the committee. 

ATTORNEYS, SOLICITORS, AND CERTIFICATED CONVEYANCERS. 
Committee to meet (progress 1st May). 
Thursday, May 24. 
TRANSFER oF REAL ESTATES. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL.—To bring in Bill, 








PENDING MEASURES OF LEGISLATION. 
CriminaL StatuTes REPEAL. 

Summary of the Bill (as amended by the select committee) 
intituled “An Act to repeal certain Enactments which have 
been consolidated in several Acts of the present Session relating 
to Indictable Offences and other Matters.” 


1. The several Acts in the schedule to continue in force until 
the last day of December next, and from and after that day to 
be repealed to the extent following; (that is to say) in any case 
where the enactment does not form part of the law of Scotland’ 
then the enactment to be wholly repealed, but in any case where 
the enactment does form part of the law of Scotland then the 
enactment to be wholly repealed as to every other place, but 
not as to Scotland, 

2. Repeal not to affect the colonies, unless mentioned. 

3. Repeal not to affect offences, &c., committed before the 
commencement of this Act. 

4. Nothing herein contained to alter or affect any power or 
authority given by any Act to alter or amend any register of 
births, baptisms, marriages, deaths, or burials. 

The Schedule. 

10 C. 1, sess. 3, c. 20. (I.) The whole. 

7 Will. 3,c. 18. (I.) Sect. 4. 

2&3 Ann.c.4, So much of sect. 19 as relates to any forging 
or counterfeiting therein mentioned. 

6 Ann.c. 2. (I) So much of sect. 17 as relates to any 
forging or counterfeiting therein mentioned. 

6 Ann. c, 35. So much of sect. 26 as relates to any forging 
or counterfeiting therein mentioned. 

7 Ann.c. 20. So much of sect. 15 as relates to any forging 
or counterfeiting therein mentioned. 

8 Ann. c. 10. (L) So much of sect. 4 as relates to any 
forging or counterfeiting therein mentioned. 

8 Geo. 1, c. 15. (I.) So much of sect. 4 as relates to any 
forging or counterfeiting therein mentioned. 

11 Geo. 1,¢.9. Sect. 6. 

12 Geo. 1, ¢. 32. Sect. 9. 

3 Geo. 2,¢. 4. (L) Sect. 1. 

8 Geo. 2,c. 6. So much of sect. 31 as relates to any forging 
or counterfeiting therein mentioned. 

15 Geo. 2,¢, 13. Sect. 12, 

17 Geo. 2, c. 11. Sect. 1. 

he 


12 Geo. 8, c. 24. whole, as to the whole United King- 
dom. 

13 & 14 Geo. 3,¢. 14. (I) The whole. 

21 & 22 Geo. 3, c. 16, (I.) Sects, 15 and 16, 

23 & 24 Geo. 3, c. 22. ([.) Sect. 22. 

25 Geo. 3, c. 37. (I.) The whole 

27 Geo, 3,c. 15. (1.) Sect. 5. 

35 Geo. 3, c. 66. Sect. 3 and all the subsequent sections, 

37 Geo. 3, c. 26. (I.) The whole. 


37 Geo. 3,c, 46. Sect. 3 and all the subsequent sections. 
Pr vty 8,c. 54. (I.)” Sect. 11 and all the subsequent sec- 

ns. 

87 Geo. 3, c. 126. The whole, both as to England and Scot- 


) The whole. 

) The whole, except the last section. 

.) So much of sect. 5 the 
c. 15, hereby repealed. 
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4, 
. 4,c. 116. So much of sect. 7, as relates to any for- 
counterfeiting therein mentioned. 
he whole. 
Sects. 9, 10, 11. 
. 4,¢.18. The whole. 
. 4, c. 29, The whole, as to the whole United 


eo. 4, c. 30. The whole. 

,¢.31. The whole. 

o. 54 (L) Sects. 23, 24, 25. 

c. 55. (I.) The whole, as to the whole United 


ce. 56. (I.) The whole except sects. 24, 25, 26, 


c. $4. (L) The whole. 

& 1 Will. 4, c. 66. The whole, except sect. 21. 

ill. 4,c. 4. The whole. 

ill. 4,c. 34. The whole, as to the whole United 


c. 75. Sect. 16. 

. 128. The whole. 

. 44. The whole, 

. 26. Sect. 2. 

. 34, (1.) The whole. 

. 4,c.81. So much as relates to the punishment 
of any person who shall break and enter any church or chapel, 
and steal therein any chattel, or having stolen any chattel in 
any church or chapel shall break out of the same, and to prin- 
cipals in the second degree and accessories in such offences. 
Will. 4, c. 4. So much as alters and amends that part 
& 6 Will. 4, c. 81, which is hereby repealed. 

Will. 4, c. 30. The whole. 

Will. 4, c. 86. Sect. 43, 

, & So much of sect. 3 as empowers 
0 direct sentence of death to be recorded in cases of 
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murder. 

7 Will. 4, & 1 Vict. c. 84. So much of sects. 1 & 3 as re- 
lates to the forging, altering, offering, uttering, disposing of or 
putting off any will, testament, codicil, or testamentary at 
or any power of attorney, or other authority therein mentioned, 
and to principals in the second degree and accessories before 
the fact in such offences, and so much of sects, 2 & 3 as relates 
to the punishment of any offence created by or formerly 
punishable under any enactment in this schedule before- 
mentioned and hereby repealed, 

7 Will. 4, & 1 Vict. c. 85. The whole 
& 1 Vict.c. 86. The whole. 

&1 The whole. 

& 1 Vict. c. 89. The whole. 

. 4, & 1 . The whole, except sect. 5. 
Vict. c. 58. Sect. 10. 

Vict. c. 97. Sect. 15. 

4&5 Vict. c. 56. Sects, 2 & 3, and so much of sect. 1 as 
relates to embezzlements by officers or servants of the Bank 
of England. . 

5 & 6 Vict. c. 28. (I.) Sects. 4,13, 14, & 15, and so much 
of sect. 7 as alters the punishment contained in any enactment 
hereby repealed, and so much of sect. 18 as relates to principals 
in the second d and accessories before the fact to any 
offence mentioned in the said sects, 4, 18, 14, & 15, or in the 
said part of the said sect. 18 hereby repealed. 

5 & 6 Vict. c. 39. Sect. 6, 

6 Vict. c. 66. Sects. 9 and 10, 

6 Vict. c, 106. (1) Sects. 11 & 12. 

7 Vict. c. 10. The whole. 

8 Vict. c,62. The whole. 

8 Vict. c. 81. 2 Sect. 75. 

9 Vict. c. 44. The whole. 
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Vict. c. 47. The whole. 


(L) Sect. 18. 
The whole. 


Vict. c. 108, 
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0 Vict. c. 25. 
11 Vict. c. 66. The whole. 
12 Vict. c. 46. Sects. 1, 2, and 3, 
18 Vict. c. 11. The whole. 

18 Vict. c. 76. The whole. 

14 Vict. c. 72, (1) Sect. 62. 

14 Vict. c. 88. (I.) Sect. 42. 

15 Vict. c, 11. ts, 1, 2, 6, and 7, 
15 Vict. c. 19. Sects. 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7,8, and 9, 

15 Vict. c. 92. (L) Seots. 2, 3, 4, 

15 Vict, c. 100. Sects, 4, 6, 8, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 
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and so much of sect. 5 as relates to forging or uttering any in- 
strument, and so much of sect. 29 as relates to any indecent as- 
sault, or any assault occasioning actual bodily harm, or any 
attempt to have carnal knowledge of a girl under 12 years of 


age. 

16 & 17 Vict. c. 23. Sect. 41. 

16 & 17 Vict. c. 30. Sect. 1. 

16 & 17 Vict.c. 99. Sect. 12. 

16 & 17 Vict. c. 102. The whole, as to the whole United 
Kingdom. 

16 & 17 Vict. c 132, Sects. 10 & 11. 

17 & 18 Vict. c. 33. Sect. 6. 

20 & 21 Vict. c. 54. The whole. 

21 & 22 Vict.c.3. Sect. 10. 

21 & 22 Vict.c.47. The whole. 

21 & 22 Vict.c. 79. Sect. 3. 

21 & 22 Vict.c. 106. Sect. 50. 

22 Vict.c. 11. Sect. 10. 

22 & 23 Vict.c. 32. Sect. 25. 

22 & 23 Vict. c. 39. Sect. 13. 

23 Vict.c. 8. The whole. 

ACCESSORIES AND ABETTORS, 

Summary of the Bill (as amended by the select committee) 
intituled “‘ An Act to consolidate and amend the Statute Law 
of England and Ireland relating to Accessories to and Abettors 
of Indictable Offences.” 

1. Accessories before the fact may be tried and punished as 
principals, 

2. Accessories before the fact may be tried as such, or as 
substantive felons. 

3. An accessory after the fact to any felony may be in- 
dicted and convicted either as an accessory after the fact to the 
principal felony, together with the principal felon, or after the 
conviction of the principal felon, or may be indicted and con- 
victed of a substantive felony, whether the principal felon shall 
or shall not have been previously convicted, or shall or shall 
not be amenable to justice, and may thereupon be punished in 
like manner as any accessory after the fact to the same felony, 
if convicted as an accessory, may be punished; and our ae 
accessory may be dealt with, indicted, tried, and i in 
any county or place where the principal felony shall have been 
committed, or in any county or place in which such accessory 
shall be apprehended or be in custody, in the same manner in 
all respects as if his offence and the offence of his principal 
had been committed in such county or place, whether the act 
by reason of which he shall have become an accessory shall 
have been committed on the sea or on land, and whether within 
her Majesty’s dominions or without; provided that no person 
who shall be once duly tried either as an accessory after the 
fact or as for a substantive felony, under the provisions of this 
section, shall be liable to be afterwards prosecuted upon the 
same facts, 

4. Every accessory after the fact to any felony (except 
where it is otherwise specially enacted), shall be liable to be 
imprisoned for a term of two years, with or without hard 
labour, and to find sureties for keeping the peace. 

5. If any principal offender shall be in anywise convicted of 
any felony, it shall be lawful to proceed against any oon. 
either before or after the fact, in the same manner as if 
principal felon had been attainted thereof, notwithstanding 
such principal felon shall die, or be pardoned, or otherwise de- 
livered before attainder ; and every such accessory shall 
conviction suffer the same punishment as he would have suf- 
fered if the principal had been attainted. 

6. Separate accessories may be included in the same indict- 
ment in the absence of the principal. 

7. Whosoever shall aid, abet, counsel, or procure the com- 
mission of any misdemeanor shall be liable to be tried, indicted, 
and punished as a principal offender, 

Admiralty of England or Ueland, became cee = 

iralty of England or e e an to any 
felony, whether such felony shail be committed within that 
jurisdiction or elsewhere, or shall be begun within that juris- 
diction and completed elsewhere, or shall be elsewhere 
and completed within that jurisdiction, the of such 
person shall be felony; and in any indictment for any sach 
offence the venue in the in shall be the same as if the 
offence had been committed in the county or place in which 
such person shall be indicted, and his offence shall be averred 


to have been committed “on the high seas ;” provided that 
nothing herein contained shall affect the laws relating to the 
government of her Majesty’s land or naval forces, 

9. Act not to extend to Scotland, 

10. Act to commence on Ist of January, 1861. 
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Recent Pecisions. 
[2quity, by J. Napren Hicors, Esq., Barrister-at-Law ; Common Law, by 
James Srernen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.} 
EQUITY. 
Ricuts oF EquiTaBLeE Morteacer—Svuir To: REALISE 
SEcuRITY. 


Tuckley v. Thompson, V. C. W., 8 W. R. 802. 


The rights of an equitable mortgagee by deposit of title 
deeds still remain in a state of uncertainty as to some very im- 
portant particulars. At present it can hardly be said to be 
decided definitively, whether, in the case of an. equitable mort- 
gage, the Court of Chancery will decree a.sale ora foreclosure, 
or whether it will treat an equitable mort as having a 
right to choose either remedy. There wag ot several. con- 
flicting decisions upon the subject; and Mr. Fisher, in his valu- 
able work on the Law of Mortgage, thus states their result :-— 
“ The principle,” he says, “‘ has, been laid down, that. where. the 
equitable security is of such a kind as to entitle its holder to 
call for a complete legal security, there the ’s remedy 
ought to correspond as nearly as may be with that of a legal 
mortgagee, the decree should be for foreclosure, But 
where the equitable security is no more than a charge or lien.on 
the’ estate, the only proper relief is bya sale. * * * The 
depositee of title deeds is also entitled to foreclosure where the 
deposit is accompanied by an agreement to execute a legal 
mortgage. And it appears to be settled, that where this stipu- 
Tation exists, foreclosure only may be had. It seems to be 
doubtful in practice whether the same right belongs to equi- 
table mortgagees with a simple deposit or with a memorandum 
without an ent to execute a mortgage.” Mr. Fisher, 
however, is of opinion that such mortgagees are entitled to 
foreclosure; although. this 
several dicta and reported decisions, 

In Tuckley v. Thompson, the case turned mainly upon the 
question, whether a mortgagee by a deposit of title deeds with- 
out-any written memorandum of deposit or agreement for a 
legal mortgage, is entitled to a sale of the mortgaged property. 
Upon the decision of this question, in the opinion of Vice- - 
eellor Wood, turned the larger question, whether such a mort- 
gagee is entitled to his principal, interest, and the costs, of a 
suit, to realize his eat ie estate hs 
@eeeased m , out © general assets, in priority to 
costs of ir ehedistatbchats? The Vice-Chancellor had no 
Goubt—notwithstanding the conflict of some of the later autho- 
rities bearing upon the subject—that an equitable mortgagee 
isentitled to a sale of the mortgaged property. The main 
eontroversy hitherto has been, not as to the right of an equi- 
table mortgagee toa sale, but as to his right to foreclose. “The 
strict right of a legal mortgagee, without reference to the 
recent a 15 & a ge c. 86, 5. ¢ “ah wn york and 
an equitable mortgagee a right to obtain a security, 
an@ with it of course the rights of a legal mortgagee; so 
prays to be po Ra "Marinate ay on 
even an equitable mortgagee. ere & mortgagee a 
bond or a covenant, the Court has the mortgaged property, 
and-allowed the to prove for the difference; but there has 
Been some of authority as to whether a legal mort- 
gagee; by consenting to a sale, waives his right to have his debt 
paid out of the general assets, It has been considered, how- 

8 Not upon very satisfactory reasons—that 
the difficulty not. arise in the-case of equitable m 9 
it being sometimes assumed that in all such cases the real con- 


tract implies a of sale. Some obscurity has been intro- 
duced into this question by learned. judges occasionally treat- 
ing m and equitable charges or liens. as 


in priority to the costs.of the ad de- 
Tented mon Thana conan as eae Ito 
ce a6 satan shee tas Seren ie 
what was due to wukESaea might 





it should be paid to him out of thé personal estate of the mort- 
gagor; and there was also a prayer ‘for administration, if neves- 
sary. Wood, V.C., was of opinion: not. only that the plaintiff 
was entitled to a sale of the , but. that. he 
could prove for the balance, and that: he ought: not. to be 
deprived of the costs of realising his security extept 
the costs of the sale which the mortgagee must submit 
to lose in order to get the benefit of his security. The 
order, therefore, made in this case was, that. the mortgagee 
should have his costs of the suit in priority to the costs of the 
defendants, who were the administrators of the mortgagor, 
The Vice Chancellor appears to have considered. that until the 
case of Jones v. Bailey,,17 Bem 582, there was a clear current 
of authority, to the effect that the remedy of an equitable: in- 
cumbrancer was by sale. In that case, however, Sir Jolin 
Romilly, M.R., is reported. to have held that even a judgment 
creditor was entitled to a foreclosure, and not toa.sale: Aic 
cording to Mr. Beavan’s report, his Honour’s decision. proceeded 
upen the ground that # judgment creditor had that whieh was 
equivalent to an agreement to execute a legal mortguge, which 
would only entitle him to a foreclosure. There is some reason 
to doubt, however, the accuracy of the report, both from: mete 
appended to it by the learned reporter, and also from the fact 
that the report varies from the decree contained in the nregis- 
trar’s book. Upon the result of all the authorities down 
to Tuckley v. Thompson—among which, however, there is: ¢on- 
siderable conflict—it may be stated generally— 

1. That the strict right of a I put 5 Abin seam 4 
of the recent statute (15 & 16 Vict. c. 86) being losure 
only, and the utmost right of am equitable mortgagee 
so called) being a right of acquiring the status of a 
mortgagee, it follows that an equitable mortgagee is only 
strict right entitled to foreclosure, 

2. A distinction is to be drawn between, equitable mortgagees 
and persons having merely an equitable lien. ‘The former class 
properly includes. only those who are entitled to demand the 
execution of a legal mortgage. It comprises depositees of title 
deeds where the deposit is accompanied by an agreement, to 
execute @ legal. mortgage, or where such appears to be’ the real 
contract between. the parties. But where thecontract amounts 
merely to an agreement for an. equitable charge, as im many in- 
stances, where money has been secured by a simple, deposit 
of title deeds unaccompanied by a memorandum, or by 
one which does not express or imply an agreement to execute 
a legal mortgage, the right of the lender is merely one in the 
nature of an equitable lien or charge. 

3. In the last-mentioned class of cases the proper remedy ot 
the equitable incumbrancer is‘a sale, and not a foreclosure. 


4. The difficulty, however, remains as to what will constitute 
a sufficient basis for the presumption of law of an agreement 
for a mortgage, it having been assumed in some cases. that a 
deposit of itself is sufficient evidence of such an agreement. 
However, notwithstanding the high authority of Mr. Fisher in 
favour of this assumption the general current of’ authority 
appears to be the other way; and although in the report of the 
case above there appears to be some doubt as to whether Wood, 
V.C., did not assume that a depositee of title deeds without 
agreement or memorandum is entitled to choose between either 
a sale or foreclosure, yet this assumption can hardly be 
considered to be consistent either with the 
scope and result of his Honour’s judgment, or with pre- 
vious authorities in support of the actual in 
this case, or with a sound -view of the ties arising in ft. 
It would certainly appear to be unreasonable to make the rights 
of parties bear an inverse ratio to the legal formality and solem- 
nity of their transaction. If either a legal mortgagee or an eqnit- 


ortg 

why should an eq 
whatever, either in the shape ofa deed’or written 

of the nature of his contract, be allowed to choose between 
foreclosure and sale, and alone have the advantages, which 
are incidental to the latter relief? It appears only fair and 
equitable, that if such equitable incumbrancers are entitled. to 
ar hl ate they should:not be: degmed entitled: to a 

losure. 
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COMMON LAW. 
PRACTICE—JOINDER OF PARTIES, LAW 4S TO. 
Holden v. Ballantyne, 8 W. R., Q, B., 390. 

‘Prior to the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, the con- 
sequences of a mistake in selecting the proper parties ‘to be sued 
in an action on a contract, or wr least of joining one not liable in 
a same suit with others pro; made defendants, was neces- 

fatal to the p' proceeding f the defect appeared on the 
aie the action might be defeated by demurrer, motion in 
arrest of judgment, or proceedings in error; if otherwise, then 
by any plea which put in issue the contract alleged. ‘On the 
other hand, svar Nafseeale Bot tive ought to have been 


on 
1850, Sy thie wt Madea 0 Septicn, ties —- og oh 
, that actions on tort and contract should be assimi- 
Cah tega 4b' the autatopindoes of x ehgehotae of de- 
Sabine: sal Gack ‘Gas nied dunt be cat@hed t0-renever 
st such defendants as should appear to be liable— 


at the same time, by proper provisions, against parties 
hampered in their right of pleading a set-off, 


‘contained in their 
the subject of joinder of parties, was not implicitly wed 


conseq 
commissioners do not repeat their advice with regard to the mis- 
joinder of def vagricy csabyenes eee fewer Hence it 
follows that a in this matter is at present, and will 
coiimane’ Oo oe tapeesoaty for it is not im every case by any 
means that a judge in the exercise of his discretion will amend 


under the Procedure Act of 1852, and strike out the party im- | 
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judge at Nisi Prius) conten- 
Srerses and the rest 
in acase where one of their 
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the same distinction was 

prior Act, eunlliag wartenams inte 4 
Will, 4,0 42, (See Sainsbury v. Mutthews, 4 M. & W. 343.) 


w AMENDMENT AcT, CONSTRUCTION OF— 
19 & 20 Vict. c. 97, 8. 5. 





other efforts of modern Tegalaton its @ ae 
execution. It provides, for no machinery 
‘whatever for enforcing the proposed assignment—a blot in ite 
‘construction which the proceedings in the present case imme- 
— a A, and B. were concurrently sued in different 
thei Ticitor’s bill. ar ao outs af bem 
eir solici e course 
B. a judge’s order was made to stay the action against him on 
a ee ee ae 
judgment was signed against A., who thereupon paid the 

whole debt, and was then desirous of having the judge’s order 
in the action against B. handed over to him, that he might, if 
the pleased, enforce by means of it his claim for contribution. 
lace es me Se gE a eae 
‘over the o and the experiment of an to the 

Court for an order to that effect was tried. The Court, how- 
ever, refused the motion (which does not appear to have been, 
as it certainly should have been, for a rule to show cause, bus 
for a rule a in the first instance), and the Chief Justice 
suggested that an action was necessary for the purpose. Against 
this last opinion, however, there appear to be strong arguments. 
It could scarcely have been the intention of the 


s 


have created, without any express words, a fresh action for the 
papers it is difficult to determine how the declaration 
d be 


under the existing law, in any. speculative 
action, with the object of compelling an assignment. 


in 
=~ 


Correspondence, 


THE VICE OF UBIQUITY. 





very common practice of some attorneys to publish their names 
in the Law List, at some half a dozen or more towns and 
having in reality but one permanent office at one 

places, though occasionally visiting the other places on market 
days, &c, ‘The motive of putting their name down at so many 
places is of course sufficiently evident, viz., that 
pe ou ei eg ct a 
name of an i 
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My remedy for this is, that af 
newal of certificates, attorneys shoul 


BILLS OF EXCHANGE. 
. In answer to R. E. J., every bill presumes a consideration 
until the contrary is shown. While the words “ value received” 
are unnecessary to raise the presumption, they are insufficient 
to rebut evidence. 

A month in the case of bills means a calendar month. The 
bill alluded to by R. E. J. became due on the Sth October, 
1854, and may be sued upon (though not under the Summary 


Procadare Ack) within etx years ‘from that date. EM. 
The following is an to R. E. J's inquiry—tt is 

stated, in “Chitty on Bills,” by Russell and Maclachian, 10-e@, 
110, that the words “for value received” are not essential 
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Thus, if R. E. J.’s bill at twenty-four months be drawn on the 
2nd of October, 1852, it will be due on the 2nd of October, 
1854, and (with the three days of grace) payable on the 5th 
October, 1854, and not barred by the statute till the 6th Octo- 
ber, 1860. 

A demand would not take R, E. J.’s bill out of the statute; 
but if a note be payable “twenty-four months after demand,” 
whatever time may have elapsed before presentment, the two 
years additional must expire before the statute begins to run; 
Thorpe v. Coombe, Ry. & Moo. 388, A STUDENT. 


POWER OF EXECUTORS. 

I answer Mr. Maddox’s question of last week, thus:—The 
executors have no right to assume the duties of trustees. Pro- 
ceedings may be taken against them to administer; perhaps, 
under the 16 Vict. c. 86, sect. 45. They would probably have 
to pay the costs. If, however, the legatee takes no step, I do 
not think the executors could be made liable for loss hereafter, 
either at law or in equity. E. M. 


COUNTY COURT COSTS. 

A friend of mine was lately sued in the county court, and 
he prepared for trial in the action by the delivery of a brief to 
counsel, and subpcenaing witnesses. The plaintiff, however, 
declined to proceed to trial, and I am told that the defendant's 
costs are irrecoverable, unless a trial takes place. 

Surely this should be remedied, as a different rule prevails in 
the superior courts. Era. 

Brighton, May 11. 


TRADE PROTECTION OFFICES. 

The principal object of trade protection offices and societies 
is, as I understand it, “the collection of debts, and the publica- 
tion of a weekly black list ;” but the collection of debts is made 
the chief object. 

They do not call themselves societies or associations, but 
generally “ offices.” Why is this? Is it because they only 
consist of a private individual at starting, though in conjunction 
sometimes with an attorney? But perhaps the question to which 
I wish to call the attention of the profession has been thought 
of; if so, one can account for the word “ offices.” 

Parties who subscribe to these offices become members, con- 
sequently we find that a trade protection office or society is in 
fact a trade protection company, in every sense of the word. 
If, then, it is a company, it naturally would have the advantages 
and liabilities of a company. The means of settling the liabi- 
lities of a company would therefore apply to a trade protection 
company, and it should be remembered that it is for the mem- 
bers’ benefit alone the company comes intoexistence. Perhaps, 
then, some of your correspondents would advise on the follow- 
ing case, which is merely a supposition :—A, supplied a protec- 
tion office with wine and spirits, from time to time, to the 
amount of £150. - A. not being able to obtain payment, sues 
the secretary of the company, from whom nothing can be ob- 
tained (the secretary being a man of straw), the household and 
office furniture and effects are seized for rent, nothing in fact is 
left for A. What remedy is there for A., whereby he can re- 
eover his debt ? 

Are the members who form the company, and who alone re- 
ceive the profits, liable? Could the company be wound up in 
Chancery, and each member made liable as a contributory ? 

The last question I should answer in the affirmative; but 
what do your subscribers say ? W. M. 

2, Adelaide-place, London-bridge, 

May 12. 


LAW PAPERS BY BOOK POST. 


Pray allow me, through the medium of your columns, 
to appeal to the profession to discourage the prevailing habit of 
transmitting legal documents by the “book post.” 

The only advantage which such mode of transmission has to 
recommend it is, that it saves something (comparatively, I admit, 
considerable) in postage; but surely this cannot justify the risk 
that is run of the contents of the packet being disclosed to the 
prying eyes of an unprincipled or inquisitive official—one, per- 
haps, whose knowledge of his neighbour's affairs and difficulties 
may, as it is easy to conceive, lead to the most serious conse- 





quences. 

Whether the profession generally has or has not hitherto 
viewed the matter in this light, I trust that by thus inviting 
attention to the subject I may be instrumental in putting a stop 
to a practice which every member of the profession ought to set 
his face against R. P. 





The Provinces. 


EvresHaM.—The remains of Mrs. Cheek, the lamented wife of 
Oswald Cheek, Esq., town clerk of this borough, were interred in 
the parish churchyard of All Saints, on Wednesday, the 9th inst. 
The pall-bearers were the Right Hon. Lord Marcus Hill, 
Edward Holland, Esq., M.P., C. Randall, Esq., William Gough, 
Esq., O. New, Esq., and F.C. Jewsbury, Esq. Mrs. Cheek died 
on the 3rd inst., in her 48th year, and has left a numerous 
family to lament her loss. 


LIvERPOOL.—The following is a copy of a letter addressed 
by Mr. Dodge, the president of the Liverpool Law Society, to 
Robertson Gladstone, Esq., respecting the arrangement of the 
business in the magistrates’ courts: —“ Liverpool Law Society.— 
Dear Sir,—I have been requested by the committee of this so- 
ciety again to address you respecting the arrangement of the 
business in the magistrates’ courts. At the meeting between the 
special committee of the Town Council and a deputation of this 
society, in December last, it was conceded by the special com=- 
mittee that the class of cases mentioned in this society’s report 
ought to be adjudicated upon by a stipendiary magistrate; and 
the special committee undertook, on its report to the council, 
to suggest that arrangements should be made between the 
magistrates and the stipendiary, so as to meet the views of this 
society in this particular; and it was agreed that, in the mean- 
time the appointment of a second stipendiary magistrate should 
remain in abeyance. This society was also requested to furnish 
a list of the statutes, the cases arising under which they wished 
to be heard before the stipendiary ; and this was supplied to you 
on the 3lst of December last. At the meeting of the Town 
Council, held on the 4th January last, when the appointment 
of a stipendiary magistrate was discussed, you remarked that the 
deputation of this society retired from the interview with the 
special committee under the impression—which corresponded 
very much with that made on your own mind—that, in the first 
instance, when the new stipendiary was appointed, there might 
be a very great improvement in the transaction of police busi- 
ness, by the classification of the cases,—all the particular cases 
in which a knowledge of law was required being transferred to 
the stipendiary magistrate’s court. I have been favoured by the 
town-clerk with a copy of a letter addressed by Messrs. Wybergh 
and Garnett to you, on the 28rd of March, stating that the 
magistrates did not, at their meeting a few days previously, pass 
any resolution on the subject of the distribution of the business 
between the two courts, probably in consequence of the stipen- 
diary magistrate having expressed his-approval of the present 
arrangement, and having further stated his readiness to hear an 
case which (though falling within the lay jurisdiction) ‘bo 
sides might mutually prefer” to have decided by the stipendiary 
magistrate. The committee of this society has considered this 
communication of Messrs. Wybergh and Garnett; and I am re- 
quested to say that, in its opinion, the course proposed is not 
satisfactory in itself, nor in accordance with the bay ae“ 
come to between the special committee of the Town Council an 
the deputation of this society, confirmed at the council meeting 
of the 4th January last. Ifthe ground upon which the magis- 
trates arrived at their determination not to alter the present ar- 
rangement is, that the police business of Liverpool yields suffi- 
cient employment for a stipendiary magistrate, quite apart from 
other cases involving technical difficulties, it seems to this society 
the strongest proof it could desire that it was right in its original 
contention, that an additional stipendiary magistrate is required 
in Liverpool. I have, therefore, to request you to do this society 
the favour of bringing this question again before the Town Coun- 
cil at an early day.—I have the honour to be, dear sir, jour 
faithful and obedient servant, (signed) THomas Dong, 
sident. 25th April, 1860.” 

WaKEFIELD.—There is considerable excitement in this town 
with regard to a communication which has been forwarded b 
the Lord-Lieutenant of the county of York to the Deputy Cler. 
of the Peace. The communication, we are informed, is with re- 
gard to the vexed question of the removal of the West Riding as- 
size business from York to the West Riding itself. The Home 
Secretary, it is reported, has communicated to the Lord Lieuten- 
ant a statement to the effect that the West Riding assize busi- 
ness is to be taken from York, and has requested him to take the 
opinion of the magistracy as to whether it would be desirable to 
transfer it to Wakefield or to Leeds. That communication he 
has forwarded to the Deputy Clerk of the Peace, who will at once, 
and by circular, ascertain the opinions of the magistrates indivi- 
dually. A committee of the Town Council of Wakefield held a 
long sitting yesterday to deliberate on the steps it will be advi- 
sable to take in the matter. 
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Ereland, 


Some observations fell from the Lord Chief Justice in the Irish 
Court of Queen’s Bench, with regard to the conduct of counsel 
in accepting briefs to appear in cases, and absenting themselves 
upon e mearitg of the causes. It appeared that Mr. Serjt. 

a arm was the leading counsel in an action brought by an 

ecary to recover damages for injuries aman te the 
chad negligence of the Great Southern and Western Railway, 
and the conduct of the case being left in the hands of a junior 
counsel, a member of the outer bar, the Chief Justice, when 
the case for the plaintiff had closed, remarked that if counsel 
could not attend on important cases they ought not to take 
briefs; his lordship further adding— 

“ That is my opinion, both professionally and speaking 
morally. I see here each day before me able men outside the 
bar, and I do not see why the inner bar should take nearly 
all the business, when the parties, by that circumstance, are often 
deprived of the benefit of counsel. I do not apply this observa- 
tion to any gentleman in particular; but, in my opinion the inner 
bar, and, indeed, the whole bar, I would say, should divide the 
business of the courts, and apply themselves, as they do in Eng- 
land, to particular courts. It would not be to the injury of their 
emoluments. They would still have the same amount of busi- 
ness, only divided in a way that would enable them to do justice 
to their clients, and to discharge their duties as they ought to 
do towards the public.” 

After his lordship had delivered his charge, and the jury 
had retired to consider their verdict, Serjeant Fitzgibbon, who 
had come into court in time to address the jury for the defence, 
made some objections to the charge. 

The CmizeF Justice.—You were not here during the evi- 
dence, Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon, and you now make an objection 
to the charge. 

Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon—I heard every word of the charge. 

The Curer Justice.—yYou did, but you did not hear the 
evidence. ‘ 

Mr. Serjeant Fitegibbon.—My objection is wholly irrespective 
of the evidence. 

The Cmer Justice.—I only desire that the circumstances 
— which you come in to object to the charge should be 

own. 

Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon.—My lord, the circumstances are 
known to everybody in court. I was necessarily in another 
place doing another duty, and I am here now to do this duty, 
and quite in time to do it. 

The Curer JosTice.—Yes, having come in at the last stage 
of the case. 

Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon —Your lordship will receive the 
exception. 

The Cuter Justice.—Certainly. You came in at the close 
of the case, and— 

Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon.—With great respect, I must say 
that there is not the least ground for making any observation 
upon my conduct as counsel—not the least; and I do not recog- 
nise the justice of any such observation. I havea duty to dis- 
charge by one client as well as by another. I was obliged to 
be on my legs this morning in the Court of Exchequer, in a 
case that closed yesterday evening on the other side. I came 
in here, and remained until I was imperatively called to 
the other court. I do not make any engagement, and never did 
nor will engage to be in a particular place for one client at 
a particular time. Your lordship never did so, Iam sure, when 
at the bar. 

The Carer Justice.—For the last 20 years of my life at 
the bar I never went out of one court. 

Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon—That may be, my lord, but it is 
the practice of the bar. 

e CHier Justice.—It was not the practice of many 
eminent men I knew when at the bar. It is not now the 
practice in England. 

Mr. Serjeant Fitzgibbon—In England the practice is only 
observed in the Chancery courts; but, with reference to your 
lordship’s observations, I do not recognise the right of any judge 
to observe upon the conduct of counsel. 

The Carer Justice—You will not, if you please, enter 
into a controversy upon the right of the judge. Ido not mean 
to discuss the topic with you. 

The jury here returned into court, and the foreman stated 
they had agreed to their verdict, and handed down the issue 
paper to the registrar. Verdict for the plaintiffi—£300 

amages. 
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Scotland. 


_ We understand that Mr. Andrew Murray, jun., Writer t 
Signet, has been appointed Crown agent for Scotland,in the 
room of the late Sir John Melville. Mr. Mutray passed) as 
Writer to the Signet in 1837. 
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Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence, 


REPORTS OF FRENCH CASES INTERESTING TO 
ENGLISHMEN. 


[By Atexrnon Jones, Esq., Advocate in the Imperial Court 
of Paris.} 





A case involving points of some interest to aliens has been re~ 
cently decided by the Imperial Court of Paris; the facts were the 
following:—A Frenchwoman married in 1840, at Petersburg, 
a subject of the Grand Duchy of Baden, named Messmer. 
They made each other a reciprocal gift of all their property 
and there being at that time no consul for Baden at Petersburg, 
they had the instrument drawn by the French consul. After 
the death of her husband in 1854, Madame Messmer ob- 
tained, by an order of the Court at Petersburg, posses- 
sion of his property, under the deed of gift. In 1858, she re- 
turned to France and established her residence near Paris, In 
1859, a cousin of the deceased, Jacques Messmer, domiciled in 
France, but without naturalisation or authorisation of the 
French Government, demanded that an inventory should be 
tken of his property, of which his widow was in possession, 
with a view to claiming the same, but was refused by a judge in 
chambers, by reason of the donation made to Madame Messmer. 
by her husband. Thereupon Jacques Messmer brought an 
action against the widow to have the donation set aside 
as having been .made before an officer incompetent for 
that purpose, and also as being contrary to the rule of 
French law which prohibits reciprocal donations by 
the same deed. To this suit Madame Messmer pleaded 
in abatement that it did not lie within the jurisdiction 
of the Court; the subject matter of the same not being such as 
would give a French Court jurisdiction between aliens, which 
both the parties were, one by birth and the other by marriage, 


The plea of alienship in the widow the plaintiff traversed upon. 


the ground that she had recovered her French nationality by 
the fact of the death of her husband; combined with that of 
her subsequent residence in France. By a strange forgetful- 
ness, and as if to confirm the plea of the plaintiff, that she 
was a French subject, she petitioned the court that the 
plaintiff should be required to give security for the costs of 
his action, which alien plaintiffs are bound to give only to 


defendants who are in the enjoyment of French civil rights; * 


but before the judgment she gave up that claim. 

The judges of the Tribunal of the First Instance of Paris 
decided that they had jurisdiction, on the grounds that 
Madame Messmer, the defendant, had recovered her French 
status by establishing herself in France subsequently to the 


death of her husband; and that even if such had not been the’ 
case, the application of the plaintiff was for an inventory, a -~ 


measure merely of protection, and not entrenching at all upon 
the rights of the parties, such as the French courts were com- 
petent to order between aliens. 

This decision was appealed from by Madame Messmer, 
and it was quashed on the 28th April last, by a judgment of the 
First Chamber of the Imperial Court, which decided that the 
French Courts could take no jurisdiction in this matter; it 
being of a nature which went beyond the competence of the 
French Courts as between alien parties; the application of the 
plaintiff tending not merely to have an inventory taken, but to 
assail the donation itself; and therefore to obtain a j 
operating upon the very foundation of the rights of the parties. 
The Court held Madame Messmer to be an alien, because she 
did not come under either of the provisions of the article 19 
of the Code Napoleon, which enacts that a French woman 
married to an alien will recover French nationality either if 
she return to France with the consent of the F govern- 
ment, and makes a declaration that she intends to establish 
herself fully in that country ; or if she be resident there at the time 
of her husband's decease. Jacques Messmer before the Court of 
Appeal had pleaded that Madame Messmer was estopped 
c 


from 
laiming the benefit of her alien status, by reason of her having 


demanded the cautio judi solvt, which such defendants only” 


as enjoy French civil rights are justified in claiming. But the 
Court ruled that the claim having been 


before the ’ 
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judgment in the Court below, no pdyantage could be taken 
thereot against Madame Messmer. The decision would, no 
doubt, upon this point, have been different, had Jacques 
Pome pleaded the estoppel before the retractation of the 


‘The rule laid down by the Court that the French courts have 
no jurisdiction between aliens (though liable to a great many 
exceptions), and the limitation.of the same where the suit is 
merely for protection in provisional cases, are too well settled to 
require to be fortified by quotations. ‘That ordering an inven- 
tory does not go beyond the authority of the French courts, has 
been decided by a judgment of that of Paris of the 12th of 
August, 1846. But the length of time which had elapsed since 
the death of the party whose property was sought to be inven- 
toried, and the fact that his domicil and place of his decease 
had not been in France, would have been serious objections to 
the ‘application for an inventory, had not the Court cut it short 
on more radical grounds. 

: An objection might, no doubt, also have been taken by Ma- 
dame Messmer against the demand for an inventory, from 
Messmer not showing that he had brought a claim be- 

fore the competent foreign court against Madame Messmer, 
grounded upon a right which would justify him in claiming the 


part of the judgment which settles the conditions which 
a Frenchwoman, the widow of a foreigner, must fulfil to recover 
Prench nationality is also in accordance with well established 
A mere return to and establishment in France 
are not sufficient. If her residence was not in France at 
her ‘husband’s death, her return to France must be anu- 
thorised by the French Government to make it available ' 
to her in this respect; and she must further make a de-’ 
claration that her purpose is to remain domiciled in France. 
Sach are the consequences which must be drawn from the’ 
article 19 of the Code Napoleon, if proper attention be paid to 
the- grammatical construction thereof. Many authorities go to 
the length that the declaration which the article 19 would ap- 
ome at the first glance to require from the widow, only where 
‘residence was not in France, at the time of ‘her husband's | 
death, must.also be made by her even when she did reside in 
France‘at that time. (See “Aubry et Rau, Droit Civil,” vol. i., 
page 244, note 6, and the authorities therein.) And both gram- 
mar and the general rules of the law of France will certainly 
back that opinion. 


— 
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Societies and Enstitutions. 
JURIDICAL SOCIETY. 

A paper, by Walker Marshall, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, on 
““The Common Law Courts and Equitable Jurisdiction,” was 
read at the meeting of this society, on Monday, the 7th inst. | 
Tt was as follows:— 

‘The society will doubtless remember that some eighteen - 
months ago a discussion took place here, upon what is popularly 





reading this eveningisnot, therefore, invested, in this room, with 
theattraction of novelty. But, considering that since the 

signs to which I have referredthe Common Law Commissioners | 
have presented their third report, im which recommend, 
that the common law courts should be invested with ali equitable | 





meaning of this word differs widely from the technical sense 
Indeed, I apprehend that neither in the initiation of the juris- 


diction of the Chancellor, nor in the principles pursued after 
the jurisdiction was established, will there be found much trace 


] of that most vicious of all judicial -modes of action, namely, 


the adjudicating according to the mere moral sense of the ju 
respecting which it has been sarcastically observed that un 
such a system the equity of each different Chancellor would 
vary like to the measure of his foot. If such a state of things 
ever existed in this country it has long ceased to exist. On 
contrary, the equity administered by our tribunals seems in 
exact accordance with the definition given by Grotius, “ De 
Zquitate,” § 3:—“ Aquitas est virtus voluntatis, correctrix ejus 
in quo lex propter universalitatem deficit.” Further, courts of 
equity admit that the foundation of both jurisdictions is the 
same by their maxim @quitas sequitur legem. 

It was not, in fact, from any defect of the common law, nor 
from. any.incapacity in the Legislature to deal with all the rights 
arising out of the complex relations and dealings of mankind, 
that the equitable jurisdiction among us was established. The 
chief reason, I suspect, is rather to be found in the inflexible 
determination of the common law tribunals to adhere to esta~ 
blished writs, forms, and processes; and that the equity tribunal, 
when it possessed itself of the litigated matter, dealt and deals 
with it very much in the same way that the common law tri- 
bunal would have done, if it had arrogated, or been invested 
with, an appropriate process. As said by the Attorney-General 
in the address to which I have already referred, “ It was justly 
observed by one of the judges in the reign of Henry VL, that 
if actions on the case had been allowed by courts of law as often 
as occasion required, the writ of subpoena would have been un- 
necessary; or, in other words, there would have been no dis- 
tinction between courts of law and courts of equity, and the 
whole of the present jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery would. 
have been part of the ordinary jurisdiction of courts of law. 
But, unfortunately, the spirit of the statute of Westminster the 
second was not carried out by the judges of the courts of com~ 
mon law; and in the time of Edward III. they declined to act 
upon writs to which the existing formule of pleading, or count- 
ing as it was then called, were inapplicable.” 

Let us test this by examining a few of the most familiar 
heads of equitable jurisdiction. Inquiring as to each, whether 
there is anything in principle antagonistic to the rules of law, 
or anything with which a court of common law could not deal 
on the ground that it is to be judged of only by applying 
natural reason, or, if you please, equitable considerations—for 
if there is not, it may fairly be assumed that it was only the 
defect of process which brought it within the jurisdiction of the 
‘Court of Chancery. 

Take, for example, a very common head of equitable juris- 
diction—specific performance. Is there anything about that 
which is not quite as much legal as equitable? The obligation 
to deliver goods or an estate which the defendant has sold, is 
an obligation quite. as perfect as the obligation to pay money 
for which he has given his bond. It is obviously only hy- 
reason of the want of adequate process that the common law 
tribunals did not grant this relief. If they had chosen to 
create a new writ, although, as in the old action of ejectment,, 
a fictitious one, they might have compelled i - 
ance by delivery of an estate sold, and the making of a title to 
it, just.as by ejectment they put the owner in possession of his 
land; and they might have compelled the delivery of goods, 
sold, by a similar rectification of process, just as they compelled 
the delivery up of goods to the owner, by the action of detinue, 
where his chattels were wrongfully detained. 

Specific performance suggests injunction; for as the one come 
pels the performance of a private obligation, the other restrains 
the party bound to perform such obligation from committi 
b this is strictly as much a legal right, as the 
to damages after the breach is: committed. 

So far as an argument in favour of investing common law. 
courts with powers to grant relief at present afforded exclu- 
sively hy the courts of equity, may be derived from the fact 
that such relief has been by these courts, such ex 
amples are not wanting. Not many years have sinc 
the common law courts had jurisdiction, in at least two instances, 


to protect a n against a threatened injury, and to enforce 
1 specific ormance of a private obligation-« In both there, 
instances this protection and relief were afforded before any 


damage i and before any cause of action 
age org So that it would be difficult to cite any instance, 

which, according to the prevalent technical distinction, the 
d be one more distinctively One of these 


case wi 
by which the 


uitable. 
Estances is afforded bythe welt tarts chudenda, 
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likely to result from the neglect of an adjoining owner to: fence 
his land. As said by Fitzherbert: in his‘ Natura Brevium,” 
ps 127, “A man: shall have this writ. qeia:timet.” This writ 
was abolished by the statute 3 & 4 Will. 4,.c: 27. The other 
instance in which the common law courts granted specific 
relief against a threatened. invasion of a right, is afforded by 
the writ called warrantia chart abolished by the same statute. 
By this writ the feoffee of lands by deed wich warranty, could 
compel his feoffor or his heir to warrant the lands. to him. 
Although this relief was granted for the purpose of protecting 
the feoffee:in. cases: where he was impleaded: in assize or other 
action in which he could not vouch or call to warranty; yet it 
is laid down by Fitzherbert in his.same work on Writs, p. 134, 
that “A. man may sue forth this writ of warrantia charte 
before he: be impleaded in any action.” Therefore, by these 
two writs not: only was specific relief given by courts of law; 
but: that relief was extended before any invasion of the right 
thus: protected and enforced. ’ 

It is, perhaps, not unworthy of notice that im the practice 
thus established of granting the writ warrantia charte before the 
feoffee was sued, there may be discovered a trace of that kind of 
relief which consists in the declaration of aright not attacked, at 
present a matter of purely equitable jurisdiction. How it was 
that this principle never germinated into that wide field. of 
relief which obtains, I believe, in all systems founded on the 
civil law, of declaring the status of individuals, and the right 
te pi , and thus guarding against the infirmity and casual- 
ties of human testimony, is perhaps one of many examples of 
the manner in which our system came to be built up. Some 
exigencies were met and others neglected. 

T entertain no doubt that a deeper investigation into the modes 
and principles of action of the common law courts would bring 
out other instances in which they acted not. merely in. analogy 
with, but exactly in the same way in which the courts of 
equity act, and according to the principles by which they are 
governed. I will mention only one other case, in which, as it 
appears to me, the common Jaw courts act according to.a rule 
as “equitable ” as any laid down or applied by the Court of 
Chancery. A plea showing that in case the plaintiff recovered 
the defendant would have a cause of action to recover back the 
same sum, is admitted as a good defence to avoid what is called 
“cirouity of action.” In other words, the court of common 
Yaw modifies the strict legal rights of the parties, in order to 
avert the inconvenience of a multiplicity of suits; or of two 
actions being brought the judgments in which would neutralize 
each other. In this rule we find something not unlike the 
principle acted upon in the equity courts, in requiring that all 
pA aman materially interested in the subject of the suit 

d be made parties to the suit, in order that a decree may 
Be made once for all decisive on the subject matter. Lord 
Redesdale, in his Treatise on Pleadings, p. 164, states the ob- 
ject of this rule of courts of equity to be “to make the 
performance of the order of the Court perfectly safe to those 
who are compelled to obey it, and to prevent future litigation.” 

But it was not only the want of adequate writs, and the.ob- 

i ce of the common law tribunals. to the ancient 
which occasioned the necessary interference of the.Court 
of Chancery.. Another cause was the want of and, of 
@ppropriate machinery for investigating compli trans- 
actions. The most.striking example of a transfer of jurisdiction 

this cause is afforded by the action of account,.a.com- 


i 


mon law remedy, but which to all practical intents: has. become 
transferred to the Court of Chancery, avowedly and solely on 
Seer Ave machinery in. the courts of common 


There is yet another reason for the Court of Chancery 
having assumed jurisdiction arising out of the rigid adherence 
of the law courts to certain conventional rules, i i 

particular 





open an account stated, and balance mutually settled between 
the parties, on the ground of mistake. 

It may, perhaps, admit of question, whether the sabnegation 
of the rights of cestué que trusts at common law is 
regards personality, referable to a technical rule. - With 
to:lands, it arose probably from reasons connected with; 
incidents: of tenure under the feudal system. But wi 
ference to personalty, what is. there, it may be:asked, im. 
duty of a trustee less positive or absolute than that of a bailee; 
and why could he not be called to an account im a. courtet 
law? ‘The reason, perhaps, was because there was no privity; 
that is, because the trustee did not promiseto him to-stand 
possessed of the fund.for his benefit; it was to another he made 
the promise, and om this ground the cestué que trust wasnat 
regarded as a person having any rights whatever: If this was 
the reason for the rule, surely the rule was. a technical-one. 
Should it be said that courts of equity came to havei juris 
diction in these cases: by reason of their faculty of sifting the 
conscience of trustees, then that merely shows that there: was 


namely, the administering of interrogatories in: 

mon: law to the defendant. But my only object: at present is, 
to show that it was not by reason of any inherent: equity im the 
subject matter; but on aceount of defective process, 2 tigid 
adherence to forms, and an inflexible attachment. to rules: thint 
the Court of Chancery came to the aid of the law courts; and 
averted some measure of the injustice which would otherwise 
have ensued. 

These observations or-surmises have, of course, no-application 
to that jurisdiction exercised by the: Court of Chancery over 
the: persons and property of infants and lunatics, or to any 
matters in which it discharges the functions of a gnardian-er 
protector;. and acts: rather in an administrative than judicial 
capacity; but only to that equity jurisdiction which is professedly 
in. aid of the law. 

An argument might be adduced’ in favour of the view here 
taken, founded on the mode in which the-defective common law 
jurisdiction has. been amended in:our owm day. Where:it.has 
been: desired to. give common law courts jurisdiction previously 
possessed by equity courts only, cs Ea acta been effected 
sim by arming those courts with an mate process. 
Na em mar law tribunals have been invested with what 
is called: equitable jurisdiction on the report of a commissiom to 
inquire into.“* the process, practice, and system of pléading” in 
the courts. The power to. grant discovery is.conferred by a 
provision that:the Court shall have power to order a party to 
answer on affidavit,:and that neglect or refusal to comply shall 
be a contempt. So of the supplemental relief by specific 
formance, given also: by the second Common Law Passe 
Act, that:is:conferred by simply providing that a plaintiff may 
claim, and the Court may grant a writ of mandamus: Soot 
injunction it gives the writmerely. There is'ne provision that 
“ itshall be lawfal for courteof common law to enforce perform~ 
ance orrestrain a breach”—the process is given, and that isalli 
Again, the same Act:enaliles the Courts to entertain certain 
equitable:defences, not by saying, that so and: sor shall.bealegal 
answer to a claim; but merely by enabling the defendant to 
plead, and by empowering the Courts to receive such defends.’ 

artificial the distinction bet the jurisdiction 
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Whig section. The melancholy occurrence took place on | 


Thursday, the 10th inst., to the regret of a large circle of 


friends, whose respect and esteem he had won by an honourable } 


and upright course of conduct. . As a public-spirited ‘and 
benevolent citizen, he was well known, not only in the town 
of Leeds, but throughout the of York, He was born 
on the 22nd of May, 1773; and had, therefore, at the time of 
his death, within a few days, reached the ripe old age of 87 
.. The abilities and high character of Mr. Tottie led to 
being selected, in the year 1807, as one of the: principal 
of Lord Milton in the great contested election for the 
county of York, which took place in that. year, when he dis- 
played so much energy and:ability in the conduct of the-elec- 
tion that he became the personal friend, as well as political 
agent and counsellor, of the Whig leaders, and so continued 
until the constituency of the county of York was. divided. 
On_ his retirement. from. his position as agent for the Whig 
ND the Reform. Act, Mr. Tottie received. an. address 
i by all the Liberal members, and many of the leading 
gentry of the county, expressive of gratitude for his long. ser- 
vices, and the hi respect for his character. He was.elected 
an vacmacoe "ae 7 ayaa. aap ot helo Ry 
, in. 1837, was chosen mayor, which. office he 
on fenity and efficiency.. The deceased man. was an 
intimate friend of the late Right Hon. Matthew Talbot Baines, 
MP. for Leeds, whose nomination he proposed at. the election 
in the year 1852. The borough magistrates and members of 
the corporation of Leeds were desirous of testifying their regerd 
for the man by following his remains to their last resting place, 
but the deceased. gentleman had given express directions. that 
his faneral should be strictly private. 
Since the foregoing notice was in type, we have) been in- 
debted to a ent for the following contribution:— 
Although Mr. Tottie had reached the age of 87 years, and 
had for some time been an invalid, neither his friends nor the 
public had been led te expect his.death so'soon. In the course 
of the week in which he died he had been able to take carriage 
airings, and appeared no worse than usual till within a few 
hours of his death. His decline in life may be truly described 
by the trite but expressive phrase ‘a green old age” In 
he was tall. and slender, but he enjoyed good health, 
ich was the result of judicious and temperate habits, 
Though long withdrawn from active public duties, few men 
were better known in Leeds than Mr: Tottie; his-upright figure, 
snow white hair, aristocratic bearing, and distinguished presence 
could not fail to be remembered. by all who saw him. Many 
pe have thought that. in personal. appearance. Mr. Tottie 
a great resemblance to the late Earl Grey. Mr. Tottie 
was 87 years of age, and had been a member of the legal 
proféssion for about sixty years, having been during nearly 
the whole of thgt time in practice as a solicitor in 
Leeds. He ceased to engage in professional duties entirely 
about four years ago, in consequence of increasing age and in- 
, and was: sueceeded by Mr. Robert Arundel, of Ponte- 
fact. In politics Mr. Tottie was a Liberal, and was an active 
and zealous supporter of his party, though, being a warm. advo- 
ate of national education, he was.on that, question opposed.to 
some of his political friends. He took a prominent. part. in a 
—— —s meeting in 3 Coloured Cloth Hall — con- 
ie. purpose. of discussing the’ subject of national 
education, when the late Mr. Edward Baines spoke on the 
ether side, or in favourof voluntaryism. For his services on 
behalf of the Liberal cause in Leeds. and the West Riding, he 
received the cordial acknowledgments of the leaders of the 
party on more than one occasion; and he was presented with a 
silver cup by the four members who last represented the entire 
county of York, Lord Morpeth, Sir J. V. a a 
Strickland, Esq., and J. C. Ramsden, Esq, In 1836, Mr. 
Tottie was elected an alderman of the borough of Leeds, and 
im the following year lhe was chosen mayor. He was also 


charged with uprightness and efficiency, and he deservedly 
essed the goodwill and respect of his fellow citizens. Mr. 
ottie was a person of distinguished abilities. His mind was 
comprehensive and reniarkablyacute. He was a man of nice 
honour, and strong will ; whilst. his manners were those of a 
tleman of the old: school, combining dignity: wi 
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ly at. Coniston, near Skipton. The ceremony was 

strictly private, the following mourners and friends only -_ 
son 
Thomas 


E 


present:—J. W. Tottie, Esq., and. Miss Tottie ( 

of the deceased); the Misses: Tottie, Hull;, 
Walker, Esq., Doncaster; William Garforth, Esq.; i 
Bischoff ; John William Read, Esq.;, Charles Crompton, ; 
Leonard Lee, Esq.; S,. Brewin, Esq,; S, Arundel, Esq, ; and 
R. Arundel, Esq. (deceased’s successor in business). Some of 
the shops in Leeds were closed until 1 p.ni., and the large. bell. 
at the Town Hall was telled from 12 to 1, 


Ss 
~~ 


Avmission of Attorneys. 





NOTICES OF ADMISSION, 
Trinity TERM, 1860. 
oonde rend names appear in Italics, and the attorneys to whom articled 
in Roman type.] 


Allen, George Peter,—E. Lawford, Drapers’ Hall. 

Ashton, John.—A. Harrisson, Frodsham, 

Baily, Francis James.—Henry Miller, Frome, Selwood. 

Bainbridge, George.—J. D. Holmes, Barnard Castle. 

Barber, John.—Henry Moore Griffiths, Birmingham. 

Barlow, George Wiliam.—George Bannister, New i * 

Batt, Henry Edward.—Henry Batt, Dyers’-hall, Dowgate- 
hill 


Beasley, Thomas.— Thomas Rushton, Uttoxeter; George 
Cooper, Uttoxeter. 

Beaty, Henry Randall.—G. M. Evans, Farnham; G. W..C. 
Dean, New Broad-street. 

Bidlake, John.—William C. Glover, Shiffnal; Robert Daniel 
Newill, Wellington. 

Blake, Arthur Palmer—C. Blake, Serjeants’ Inn. 

Blyth, Robert Robson.—G. H. Seymour, York. 

Boyle, William Carvill—W. A. Boyle, 24, Bedford-place. 

Brooke, Zachary.—Z. Brooke, New Boswell-court, 

Brunton, Thomas Preston—William W. Brunton, Hartlepool. 

Burnand, John T, Newman.—E, E. D. Grove, Angel-terrace, 
Islington; J. G. Hick, Copthall-court. 

Busby, Silas.—Joseph D. reageo’, Golden- square. 

Clarke, Alexander Henry.—William Clark, Coleman-street,, 

Clagien, Charles Hoghton.—John Clayton, 10, Lancaster- 


Clemmet, James, jun.—T. Crosby, Stockton, 

Coulson, John. €. Foottit, Newark. 

Daniel, George Alfred.—Wilson Clement Cruttwell, Frome; 
Edmund Boyle Church, Southampton-buildings. 

Day, Frederick William—G. Game Day, St. Ives; J.. Brough--. 
ton, Peterborough. 

Dotchon, Thomas.—M. Gray, big 

Duncan, William Ellio Lamb, West Hartlepool; Edward. 
Turnbull, West. 1. 

Fache, Charles James.—E.. Bannister, John-street,, Bedford-- 


row. 
Fawdington, Arthur Ellis,—Ellis Cunliffe, Manchester. 
Few, Robert Hamilton.—Charles Few, jun., Henrietta-street,. 
Fi cosatt Sohn leon —John Froggatt, 16, Clifford’ 

—Jo ’s-inns. 
Gartner’ James —tlbert Swan, Lancaster. 
Godfrey, Perry. odfrey, Liverpool. 
Grantham, William.—Henry Verrall, Brighton. 


is- | Green, Frank Henry.—Jenkinsor. & Co,,, Clement'slane,, 
Lombard: 


street. 
Hi Arthur Raymond.—Benjamin. Austen, Raymond- 
Harrie, Foard.—J. J. Blandy, Reading. 
va Thomann G Birch, Li _ 
Bdwin.—A. F. 
Bolton -le-Moars.. 
Manchester. 


2g | Holby James. —J. B. Helm, 
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—— 
Jehu, Richard-—R. Cattarns, Mark-lane. 

Jones, Augustus.—Samuel Peed, Cambridge. 

Justice, Frederick John—Henry John Davis, Newport. 
Kersey, Waiter Robert—J. B. Ingle, 37, King William- 


street. 
Killick, Henry Fison—James Wood, Bradford, Yorkshire. 
King, Francis Thornley.—J. Stone, Bath. = 
Lawrence, E. Rist, jun.—Joseph Garratt, Cambridge. 
Leader, William.—J. Fielder, Duke-street, Grosvenor-square. 
Leech, Samuel.—E. Gamble, Derby. 
Lloyd, William Henry.—A. Edwards, Pontypool. ; 
Lyon, Nash Edwards Vaughan.—J. W. Lyon, 7, Spring- 


ens, 

alter, George Martin.—J. Gaskoin, Swansea. 

Marshall, Thomas.—Robert Lawson Ford, Leeds. 

Mathews, James eos a gy epee ne y. 

Maule, 4ugueine ‘enry.—Henry St. John e, Bath. 

Minett, William pane Minett, Ross. 

Qwen, Richard.—Owen Owen, Beaumaris; T, Helps, Chester. 

Parry, Henry Edward.—H. Jones, Carnarvon. - 

Penny, William Hughes,—Edmund Byrne, Southampton- 
buildi 


Posie, oat Henry.—R. Leonard, jun., Bristol. 
o-_s. John: Hessel,—Joseph Nowell, Barton-on-Humber. 
Pugh, Warren —¥, A. Grant, King’s-road. ; 
Rawlins, Leonard Irvine Butlin —Frederick William Tho- 
mas, 3, Fen-court, Fenchurch-street. 

Rhodes, John,—John P. Allison, Thirsk. 
Roberts, John Hugh—W. T. Poole, Carnarvon. 
Robinson, James.—W. Kennett, Brighton. 

Alexander Butler.—James C. Rowley, Manchester. 
Shew, Henry Harford.—-S. B. Merriman, Austin-friars. 
ipper, Fames Stark,—W. Skipper, Norwich. 
, Alfred James.—F. Barlow, Cambridge. 
‘ Robert.—C. M. B. Veal, Great Grimsby. 
Tanner, William Benford.—John Tanner, Speenhamland. 
Temple, John Alfred—Thomas Henry Scarborough, Blooms- 


Thomas, ‘Arthur —Henry Rogers, Sheffield. 
Trustram, William Prince-—D. Gaches, Peterborough; L. 


Hicks, Gray’s-inn. 
Waller, William Alexander. — William Waller, Verulam- 
baildi 


dings. 
Watson, Robert Spence.—J. Watson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Watts, Pho Leicester. 
Webb, Matthew.—T. Rawlins, Wimborne Minster. 
Webb, William.—D. W. Wire, Turnwheel-lane. 
Pursuant TO JuDGES’ ORDERS. 
Braham, David.—L. H. Braham, Furnival’s-inn. 
Draper, John Henry.—T. Draper, Banbury; D. E. Cameron, 
19, Buckingham-street, Adelphi. : : 
Eyre, Charles James.—Phippen & Craven, Bristol; Prichard 
& Collette, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Hilleary, George Archer.—R. G.A. Hilleary, Fencharch-build- 
Png seamiy oy wens Frederick Potts, Chester. 
01 cor. ton .—Frederick Potts ° 
Sep; oy Somme. Fiddey, Temple; C. Bevan, Bristol. 
, Richard Whithorne—K. L. Griffiths, Cheltenham; 


W. Matthews, Gloucester. : 
Sharood, Charles James.—Charles Sharood, Brighton. 


Silburn, William.—H. Powell, Pocklington. 


- 
> 


— pooner, 





The select committee appointed by the House of Commons to 
inquire into the remuneration of coroners and the law and prac- 
tice of inquests, have made their report. They recommend 
that for the sake of not diminishing the chances. of i 
great crimes, the coroner shouldcontinue to take the initiative, 
and not be, as had been , limited. to-cases where he is 
called upon to hold an inquest by a person duly authorized. 
They recommend, further, that the rule be that an inquest be 
held in every case of violent or unnatural death, or of sudden 
death where the cause is unknown, and also where, though the 
death is apparently natural, reasonable suspicion of criminality 

i dying in gaol. They consider’ that 
the coroner should be paid by salary, to be fixed by the quarter 
sessions, the justices to be guided bythe fees received in the 
dast seven years, and provision to be made for a periodical revi- 
sion ee ae with power also to a 
‘coroner to appeal te the Home. Secretary if a salary is awarded 
him di i to that of other coroners. The mili 





disproportionate 
being still kept under the jurisdiction of the justices, 


secure to them an inspection of the work performed. ‘The 
tion of coroners the committee would place in the hands’ 
those who are on the register of voters for members of Parlin- 
ment, the poll to be limited to one day. ‘The jurors they con- 
sider should be ten neighbours summoned from the jury list “ot 
the county, and they see no reason why these jurors 
id. The committee propose that a Bill be brought into Par- 
iament, embodying these their recommendations, with one ‘or 
two minor regulations for better carrying them into effect. 


The candidates at Wakefield and Gloucester having done their 
part in spending money upon these two places, the public purse is 
beginning to be drawn upon. A parliamentary return lately 
showed that the cost of the commissions of inquiry was £3,400, 
and the printing of the evidence taken has since raised thatgum 
to above £4,000. 


In the four months ending the 30th ult. 322 bankruptcies 
were gazetted in England. Of these fourteen took place in the 
Liverpool district, twelve in the Manchester, sixty-five in the 
Birmingham, thirty-eight in the Leeds, twenty-nine in the 
Bristol, seventeen in the Exeter, ten in the Newcastle, and 137 
in the London. This total of 322 would give an aggregate .ot 
966 for the current year, while in 1859 the number gazetted 
was 1,090, 


The charges in respect of law and justice for the year will be 
found in Class 3 of the Civil Service estimates. The sum 
to be voted under this head is £2,565,301, an increase 
last year of rather more than £20,000; in addition to 
there is a sum of £712,417 for courts of justice, which is 
charged on the Consolidated Fund, and not voted 
The vote is not a measure of the public cost of crime, for it 
includes the expense of the civil courts, and on the other hand 
it does not include very heavy expenses which are raised by 
local rates. The chief part-of-the cost of the police force 
(except in Ireland) is thus raised :—An estimate of the expenses 
incurred in the prevention of crime and administration of cri- 
minal justice was made atthe Home Office in 1850, and laid 
before the county rates committee, then sitting, and the sum 
total was £3,399,726. In the estimates wo.are now examining 
the vote for England is to be £756,943, for Scotland — 
for Ireland £887,816, and for prisons and convictsin the 
Kingdom and abroad £779,591. The items are, of course, given 
in detail under each head, so that the charges oe ae —— 
may be seen. The disproportionate amount of the vote 
Ireland is attributable to the payment out of ial fonds of 
the cost of the constabulary (£707,561), a body that numbers 
above 12,000 men. Our metropolitan police (not including 
the City police), whose numbers are about half those of the 
Irish constabulary, cost nearly £500,000 a year; but the Parlia- 
mentary vote is not much more than a fourth of the 
and for the county and borough police of Great Britain also.the 
Parliamentary vote (rather over £200,000) is for one-fourth .of 
thecharge. The vote for the County Courts shows that the annual 
expense of these tribunals exceeds £500,000, of which about 
£220,000 are raised by court fees; the sum of £87,362. for 
salaries of the judges and compensations, is charged on the 
Consolidated Fund, and the Parliamentary vote is £200,000, 
The vote for Scotland presents an increase of £10,000 for two 
years’ payments to procuraters fiscal, under a new arrangement 
as to their salaries for cases described as“ formerly paid out-of 
the rogue money.” In Ireland there is an additional charge oF 
£6,000 for compensation payable to the officers of manor courts 
abolished last session. The charge for the English Court of 
Probate and Court of Divorce (with the judge’s salary) is 
£39,280, and the fees received exceed £55,000.a. year, 
would seem avery favourable statement, eye are 
above £100,000 a year in compensations to procters 
officers. In a recent return the number of searches in Dodtors’- 
commons is stated to have been 32,862 in 1859. Under the 
head of “ Convict Services” the Government prisons at home are 
described as containing about 12,000 prisoners, and the cost for 
the year is estimated at £408,000, but that includes £50,000 for 
new buildings. There are also many convicts confined in the 
county gaols, and more than 4,000 in theconyict esta’ ts 
abroad, the latter at a yeanly expense of nearly £200,000, 
Charges are made for the contemplated ion of 750-or 
950 male convicts during the present year, and £7,000 for ex- 
penses to be incurred in fing the emigration and settle- 
ment of free persons in those colonies which receive convicts. 

A deputation, consisting of Messrs. John Ellison and J. We 
Bell, of Liverpool, and Mr. D. Boote, solicitor, of Manchestes; 
accompanied by Mr. T. B. Horsfall, M.P., and Mr. J C. an 

M.P., had an interview, on Thursday, the 10th inst., with 


& 








570 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL& REPORTER. May 19, 1860. 








a Honourable T. Milner Gibson, at the office of the Board 
‘rade, on the subject of the provision contained in the Joint 
Stock Companies Bill now before the House of Commons, “ that 
in the case of a banking company, the shares into which the 
capital is divided shall not be of less amount than ‘ one hundred 
nds’ each;” and suggesting that banks should be equally at 
bert y with ‘all other companies to fix the amount of their 
own Raseg The deputation was courteously received, and 
their statements were listened to with marked attention. The 
right hon. gentleman acknowledged the importance of the 
subject, and promised to give it his earnest consideration. 

It is reported that the Rev. Dr. Thompson, Provost of Queen’s 
College, Oxford, and Preacher at Lincoln’s-inn, will be appointed 
to the vacant bishopric of Durham. 

A Parliamentary return has been printed, stating the number 
of excise prosecutions against traders during the last three 
years. In England there has not been a single prosecution 
against a distiller in that period. Against the papermakers of 
the whole of the United Kingdom there were seventeen prose- 
cutions, and in fifteen of them a conviction. There was a con- 
siderable number of prosecutions (356) against licensed traders 
for using illegal materials for adulterating a much larger number 
for neglecting to renew the licence, and the largest number of 
all for carrying on business without a licence. The whole 
number of prosecutions in the United Kingdom in the three 
years was 3,802, and in 3,398 cases a conviction followed. Ot 
the cases in which there was no conviction all but twenty-eight 
were prosecutions for being without a licecse, in many of which, 
probably, a compromise was made. 


Court Papers. 


Court of Chancery. 
SITTINGS.—Triuity Term, 1860. 
Lorp CHANCELLOR. 
Lincoln’s-inn. 





Tuesday, May 22...Appeal Motions and Appeals. 
ne +». 23...Petitions and Appeals. 
Thursday ...... 24 
Friday ......... 25 } Appeals. 
Saturday ...... 6 
Norice.—Such days as his Lordship shall be engaged in the House of 
are excepted. 
Master OF THE ROLLS, 
Chancery-lane. 


Tuesday, May 22...Motions. 
Wednesday ... 23 


Thursday ...... 24 > General Paper. 
Friday ....... “Ae 
Saturday ...... 26...Petitions. 


N.B.—Short Causes, Short Claims, Consent Causes, Petitions, and Claims, 
every Saturday. The Unopposed Petitions will be taken first, and 
such petitions must be presented and Copies left with the Secre- 
tary, on or before the Thursday preceding the Saturday on which 
it is intended they should be heard. 

Lorps JUsrIcEs. 
Lincoln’s inn, 
Tuesday, May 22.,.Appeal Motions and Appeals. 
Saag wee wt 34} Appeals 


Thursday .. 
§ Petitions in Lunacy and Bankruptcy 
Friday ......... 25 | Appeal Petitions, and Appeals, : 
Rie veces 26,..Appeals, 
Norice.—The days (if any) on which the Lonps Justices shall be en- 
gaged in the 


full Court, or at the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, are excepted. 


Vice-Chancellor Sir Rictarp T. KINDERSLEY. 
Lincoln’s-inn. 
Tuesday, May 22...Motions and General Paper. 


Wednesday ... 
Thursday ...... ot General Paper. 


Friday ....... .. 25,..Petitions and General Paper. 
Short Causes, Adjourned Summonses 
Saturday ...... 26 {ond General Paper. J 
Vice-Chancellor Sir Joun Stuart. 
Lincoln’s-inn. 
Tuesday, May 22...Motions. 
Thareday 24 Several Part 


Friday ......... 25...Petitions and General Paper. 
26...Short Causes and General Paper. 





Vice-Chancellor Sir W. P. Woop. 

Lincoln’s-inn. 

Tuesday, May 22...Motions and General Paper. 

Wednesday ... 23] 

Thursday ...... 24 > General Paper. 

Friday ce... 25 e ““ " orn 
etitions, ort Causes, an 

Saturday ss... 26 { Pe - , 





Queen's Bench. 
CROWN PAPER.—Tauiniry Term, 1860, 
The Overseers of St. Botolph Without, Aldgate, <A; 


Metropolitan 
Police District. lants; ad og of Works for Whitechapel 
Cambridgeshire. Robert 5 Sopelont 5, The Churchwardens, &¢, 

of Im ’ Responden F 

Kent. The Queen on the Pivasostion of the on x Improve- 
ment Commissioners, Respondents; The Justices of 
the Peace and the Inhabitants of the County of Kent, 

Appellants. 

Essex. James Patten, Appellant ; Joseph Rhymer, ——* 

Monmouthshire. Dennis Leary, A’ nt ; ge Lloyd, 

Devonshire. Henry Chilcote, Appellant; Samuel Youlden, pape 


dent. 
Warwickshire, Thomas Butler, Appellant ; John Lord, Respondent. 


Surrey. The Queen v. The Inhabitants of Putney. 
London. The Queen v. The Saddlers’ bow: 
Brec 


onshire. — — Appellant; Evan G. . Williams, Respon- 
n 


Middlesex. The Queen on the Prosecution of the Guardians of the 
Strand Union, Respondent; The —— &e., 
of St. Giles in the Fields, Appellan 

Hunts. The Queen v. The Inhabitants of ietion, 

Gt. Yarmouth. The om on the Prosecution of Francis Worship & 


a Respondents ; Richard John Harrod, Appel 
ant. 
Northumberland. George Embleton, Appellant ; Henry Brown, Respondent, 


Derbyshire. Com Woolley, Appellant ; James Carbishley, Respon- 
lent. 

» George W. Tomlinson, Appellant ; James Carbishley, 
Staffordshire. ~ William Hayes, Appellant; John A. Stevenson, Respon- 
Metropolitan Thomas Doick, Appellant; Alexander Phelps, Respon- 
Police District. dent. 

Birmingham. — 8. Till, Appellant; Thomas Walker, Respon- 
a. gaa cay Hill, Appellant ; Samuel Thorncroft, Respondent. 


Eliza Clements, Appellant; Amos Smith, Respondent. 
w. WE. Yorkshire. — Thewlis, Appellant ; Henry Richard Kay, Respon- 
nt. 


Warwickshire. = as on the Prosecution of William Wheelwright 
. Bedford & Another, Justices. 


Staffordshire. The » dnt on the Prosecution of the Churchwardens, 
&c.; of Rushton Spencer, Respondent; The North 
Staffordshire Railway Company, Appellant. 
Cambridge. The Queen on the Prosecution of the Churehwardens, 
oo 9 Of on Michael, Respondent; Henry Smith, 
Appellant. 
Liverpool. — B. Steele, Appellant; John Hamilton, Respons 


W. R. Yorkshire. =— Walker, Appellant; William Welburn, Respon- 


Newcastle-on- } Tne Queen v. The Inhabitants of Elswick, 


W.R. Yorkshire. The Queen v. The Rev. A. B, Wrightson, Clerk. 
nes dl } Mark Loome, Appellant ; John Baily, Respondent. 
Kent. The Queen v. The Lords, &c., of Romney Marsh, 





Tewkesbury. The Queen on the Prosecution of the urch wardens, 
ee The Severn Navi- 
gation Commissioners, Appellan 
Middlesex. The Queen v. The Inhabitants of the Parish of St. Mary- 


lebone 
Worcestershire. The Right Hon. William Baron Ward, Appellant; Jere> 
miah Th £ Mg ,R Pp Jans 








Exchequer of Pleas. 
SITTTINGS IN BANCO.—Tainity Team, 1860, 
Tuesday ...++sseeeeeceeees May 22..Motions and Peremptory Paper. 
Wednesday..sssscceessseee 9» 28 { Bors Peremptory Paper, and 


x 28..Special Paper. 
- sg 30,.Special Paper. 


June 2..Criminal Appeals. 
vee Special Paper. 
ERRORS AND APPEALS, 
For ARGUMENT. 
Pennington & Others v. Cardale & Others. 
(To ane over till Special Case amended), 
Darell, Bart. ~ aan &e., v. Sturgis, Provisionad 
Collins v. Gaye, 
rey on Ba of} ‘The Marquis of Salisbury v, Gladstone. 
os Mec Kewan, P. 0., &. v. Babcock & Others, 
Error. Russell v, Thornton. 
Error on Bill #} Field v. Lelean, 








. 
eeeeceeeers 


Error. 
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PEREMPTORY PAPER. 
To be called on the first day of the Term after the motions, and to be 
proceeded with the next day if necessary before the motions. 
Jessel v. Chaplin - Others. 


Another. 
Ex parte W. D. Harris, ; The Anglo French Porcelain 
Company (limited) v. Harris. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 


Bpocial Case 
Order of Nal The Hull Flax and Cotton Mill Company v. Wellesley. 


Prius. 
Dem. The Hull Flax and Cotton Mill Company v. Wellesley. 
Yates v. The Mayor, &c., of Blackburn & Others, 
For ARGUMENT. 
Dem. ag v. Dimmack & Another. 
a London and North Wenn Railway Company v. 
, mite Get stern ray Compan Com} Lewis 
e lo ning pany v. ‘ 
. Fresart s. Lawrence, sued with Others. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER, 
For JUDGMENT. 
London. Swinfen v. Lord Chelmsford. 
Nixon v. Freeman. 
Nixon v. Freeman. 
Rode: v. Mechi & Another. 
” Jones, low v. Davies & Wife, 
Middlesex. Croxon & Others . Moss & Others. 
For Ny so 
London. Bovill v: Pimm & Ani 
Wyborn v. The Great Ne vthera Railway Company. 
Movep Micuartmas TERM, 1859. 


Bodmin. Chappell v. Bray. 
Croydon. Alexander v. Worman. 
Movep Hitany Term, 1860. 
London. Lozano v. Durant. 
Seman Arrer THE 4th Day or Hutary TepM, 1860. 
Beatson v. Skene, 
London. Millership v. Brookes. 


Movep Easter Term, 


Middlesex. i! Another v. The Mayor, &«., of the City of 
London. Searson, Administrator, &c., v. Robinson. 
” Reed v. Lemon. 
Warwick. Peart v. Leeson. 
Exeter. Beale & Another vy. The South Devon Railway Company. 
pa Frost v. Bowers. 
Taunton. neenang ». = Great Central Mining Company of 
von, 
Stafford. Johnson v. Simcock & Another, in ejectment. 
” Whitmore v. Smith. 
» Webberley v. Clement. 
» Wootton vo, Snape. 
Hereford. Lewis v. The Great Western Railway Company. 
Chester. Gimson v. Walmsley. 
a Mason v. The Birkenhead Improvement Commissioners. 
” Gough v. Hardman. 
” Legh ». Lillie. 
” Parker v. Morris. 
» Mackay v. Ford. 
Cambridge. | Crick v. Warren & Another. 
M Cory v. Bond. 
5 Nayler v. Yearsley. 
Chester. Plant & i s Taylor & Others. 
” Appleton v. M 


Bees ae Plant & Aother 3 “Taylor & Others, In ejectment. 

ig Tythgow eV ve 
4 v. Vernon. 

ye Fraser & Others, Assignees, Be. > ae & Another. 

ee Fraser & Others, Assignees, &c. v. Levy. 
Robeon v. Lees. 
» Seymour v. Greenwood. 

Movep AFTER THE 4th Day or Easter Term, 1860. 

Middlesex. Marsack v. Webber. 
Wheeler & Another v, Stevenson. In Ejectment, and 


” oP —'] Farrell. 
Court of Probate, 
May, 1860. 


The judge is unable at present to fix hon d days for the sittings of the 
full Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Cause 
As there are so few causes sufficiently al to require it, the judge 
= not at — do more than fix Thursday, May 24, for motions. 
Legh me for motions must be left with the clerk of the papers before 
™ o'clock on Saturday, May 19. 
Divorce Registry, May 16, 1860. By Order. 
—_¢——__ 


Births, Marriages, and Beats. 
BIRTHS. 
HEMMING—On May 13, the wife of G. W. Hemming, Esq., Barrister- 
a ke Agee era oe 
of a daughter. 3 _ 





Marsh, Esq., of Rochester, 
——e to Ada Frances, ae a daughter of Mr. John Jalland, St. 


EMSLEY.-GARSIDE On Meo a May 10, William Emsley, jun., Esq., — 
— Garside, Esq., coal owner 


EATHS. 
FULLHAM—On May 13, in the on year of his age, Edward Fullham, 
ua ., Solicitor, of Dublin 
LIVETT—On March 5, at at Melbourne, Alfred, seventh son of the late An- 


drew Livett, Esq., Solicit 
M’KENNA—On May 13, aged 18 years, Francis, son of William 


Alexander M’Kenna, Esq., Solicitor, De Dublin. 
WHITWORTH—On May il, Mr, John Whitworth, Solicitor, Manchester . 
—_——_—>—_- 
English Munds and Railway Storck. 
(Last Official Quotation during the week ending Friday evening.) 
































EnGLiso Fonps. RattwaYs— Continued. 
Shrs. 
Bank Stock ........| 227$ || Stock|London and Blackwall. 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann..| 93 |/Stock|Lon.Brighton& S.Coast 
3 per Cent.Cons.Ann.| 944 25 |Lon. Chatham & Dover 
New 3 per Cent. Ann..| 93 |/Stock/Londonand N.-Wstrn.. oof 
New 24 per Cent. Ann.} .. 123 | Ditto Eighths ....|% 
Consels foraccount ../ 94% |/Stock|London & S.-Westrn. 
none Ann. (exp. Apr. Stock| Man. Sheff. & ee “| ats 
India Debentures, 1858 95 
Ditto 1859. 56 
IndiaStock .......... 62 
India Loan Scrip. .. 95 
India 5 per Cent. 1859... 51 
India Bonds (£1000) .. 79 
Do. (under £1000)..... 107 
Exch. Bills (£1000). 
(£500)... 46 
(Small) .. 16 
‘ 117 
Raitway Stock. 35 
Shrs. 89 
Stock | Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc. 50 
Bristol and Exeter....| 1 44 
17 |!Stock|S. Yorkshire & R. Dun} 80 
52} || 25 |Stockton & Darlington! 39% 
Stock | Eastern Union A. Stock 38 ||Stock| Vale of Neath ......| 59 
Stock} Ditto B. Stock....| 27 
Stock |Edinbargh & Glasgow. 79 
inburg’ asgow. Lines at Rentals. 
Stock|Edin. Perth,& Dundee! 31} “ 
Stock Glasgow and South- Stock) Buckinghamshire .. 99 
Western ..........) 101 ||Stock/Chester and Holyhead. 51g 
Stock/Great Northern ....../ 115 }/Stock} Ditto 54 per Cent...) 127 
Stock} Ditto A. Stock....| 113} |/Stock} Ditto 5 per Cent ..| 115 
Stock} Ditto B.Stock....| 133 {|Stock|East Lincoln, guar. 6 
Stock/Gt. Southn. & Westn. per Cent ....... eee} 140 
(Ireland) ..........) 114 50 |Hull and Selby ...... 112 
Stock|Great Western ...... 67 |{|Stock/Londonand Greenwich} 65 
Stock|Lancaster and Carlisle., .. {/Stock] Ditto Preference..| 120 
Ditto Thirds..| .. {/Stock/Lon., Tilbury, Sthend..| 97 
Ditto New Thirds ..! Stock|Shrewsbury & Herefd.| 103 
Stock Lancash. & Yorkahre| 102} ||Stock| wilts and Somerset ..| 93 





—— 


Gnclaimed Stock in the Bank of Gugland. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the ee claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months:— 

Curt, Wirt1am, Gent., Castle-street, Leicester-square, deceased, One 
Dividend on £2,057 : 15: 4 Consols.—Claimed by CaRoLINE AMELIA 

x of Richard Owen, the administratrix. 

Hatt, Louisa, Spinster, Ebury- street, Pimlico, £19:0:11 Reduced, and 

Louisa Hatt, Spinster, Twickenham, Middlesex, £38: 1: 11 Life Annui- 
ties.—Claimed by Louisa Hitz, wife of Samuel Prout Hill, Hobart 
Town, Tasmania, . renty the said Louisa Hall, Spinster). 

Hargis, Harry Bureet, RichaRD ZACHARIAH Mune, Taomas Hrtrers- 
DEN BULTEEL, CHRISTOPHER Pa ae Jostas Hayne Dawe, all of Ply- 
mouth, One Dividend on £2,374: 8:4 Consols.—Claimed by Harry 
BULTEEL , THOMAS jonah ‘Dea CHRISTOPHER Harps, 
and Jostas Hayne Dawes. 

Horxcoop, ANDREW, Rw ir es deceased, One Dividend on 

100 ed by CATHERINE ExizaneTa Hopscoop, Spin- 
ster, the surviving ‘canna 


Howss, Joun, Draper, Stamford, mag Taomas Hurron, Worsted 
Man ion, deceased, and Taomas JAMESON, 
Gent., Dumfries, N. B., yr bie £10 Consols.—Claimed by Jouw 
Howes, the survivor 

Pops, Spinster, Sloane-street, deceased, £166 : 7 : 1 Consols.— 

jd amny administratrix. 


; 
i 
H 
i 
i 
i 
i 
1] 
| 
H 


Punter, Spinster, both of Newing- 
muities.—Claimed by Jane - 
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eirvs at haw and Next of Hin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere. 

DowLAnp, Jouy, formerly of Bengal, but late of 1, Royal Hill, Greenwich, 
Capt. in her Majesty's 67th Regiment of Foot, who died on or about the 
24th of March, 1860. Next of kin to apply to Henry Revell Reynolds, 
Esq., Solicitor to the Treasury, Whitehall. 

TonsTatL, Baapsury, and his wife, whose maiden name was Barford, and 
who resided in Lichfield in 1808. Children or representatives to apply 
to Messrs. S. & J. Cooper, Solicitors, Henley-on-Thames. 

Vanpome,EpwarD WILLIAM, formerly of Kington, Hereford, but late of 
Box, Wiltshire, who died on or about July 15, 1858. Next of kin to 
apply to the Solicitor to the Treasury, Whitehall. 


—_——~>—— 
London Gazettes. 


WH inding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 
Turspay, May 15, 1860. ; 
TREVALGA State Company.—V. C. Wood will, on May 21, at 12, appoint 
an Official Manager of this C % 
LIMITED IN BANKRUPTCY. 
Fray, May 18, 1860. 
East Inpta Corron Company (LimireD).—Petition to wind up, presented 
May 14, will be heard before Com. Goulburn, Basinghall-street, on June 
6, at 11.30. 
Lrrrie Down AND Esper Rocks MINERAL AND MiniIna COMP ANY 
(Lamrrep).—Com. Holroyd will proceed, on May 30, at 11, at Bas ing- 
hall-street, to settle the list of contributories in Class A. 


Professional Partnership Dissolbevd. 
Toxspay, May 15, 1860. 
Wesster, Taomas Wyi1ie, & Davin WarDLAw, Scotch Solicitors & Par- 
liamentary & Law Agents, Westminster, by mutual consent (Webster & 
Wardlaw). May 10. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap, 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tuespay, May 15, 1860. 

BURRELL, SAmueEL, formerly of Battersea, ‘Surrey, late of 49, Poulton- 
square, Chelsea, Middlesex (who died on Dec. 11, 1858). Mossop, Soli- 
citor, 60, Moorgate-street. June 23. 

Fossett, Susanna Cuarrey, Widow, Wadbury House, Mells, near Frome, 
Somersetshire (who died on or about Nov. 2, 1859). Lovibond, Solici- 
tor, Bridgwater, Somersetshire. June 20. 

Hiacrsson, Joseru, Flour Dealer, formerly of Salford, but late of Sale 
Moor, Chester, Gent. (who died on March 30, 1860). Samuel & George 
Hadfield, Solicitors, 24, Fountain-street, Manchester. June 30. 

Musketr, James, Gent., formerly of Newton Flotman, Norfolk, and late 
of the Close, Norwich (who died on Feb. 10, 1859). Muskett, Gent., 
Surlingham, Norfolk; George, Gent., Cringleford; Yens, Gent., Tem- 
Sr Fleet-street, London ; Blake, Gent., Norwich, Executors. 

Neate, Henny Sr. Joun, Solicitor, Ringwood, Southampton (who died on 
Jan. 28, 1860). Cottman, Solicitor, 3, Whitehall-place, Westminster, 
Middlesex. July 31. 

Roukrs, MarcaRet, Widow, 21, Exmouth-street, Commercial-road, Middle- 
sex (who died on Feb. 2, 1860). Rohrs, Gent., Executor, 2, Morning- 
ton-villas, Wanstead-park, Essex. July 14. 

SHeaBMAN, Maria, Spinster, formerly oi Torrington-square, Middlesex, 
but late ot 175, Euston-road, ‘Middlesex (who died on Jan. 6, 1860), 
Shearman, Gent., Executor, 42, Buckingham-place, Brighton. July 14. 

Wison, Evizapeta Miniam, Widow, Macclesfie'd, Chester (who died on 
Feb. 5,1859). Higginbotham, Gent., Executor, Macclesfield. Juiy 2, 

Furpay, May 18, 1860. 

Austen, Joun, Yeoman, Brede, Sussex, deceased (who died on or about 

a Me 1859). Neve, Wilson, & Farrar, Solicitors, Cranbrook, Kent. 
uly 2. 

Bacon, Joux, Esq., Sculptor, formerly of Newman-street, Oxford-stree t, 

Middlesex, and late of 35, Bathwick-hill, Bath (who died on July 14, 
1859). W.& H. Parkinson Sharp, Solicitors, 150, Leadenhall-stree t, 

don. June 30. 

Lamse, Henry, Solicitor, Truro, Cornwall (who died on or about April 
4, 1860). J.G. Chilcott, Solicitor, Truro. July 1. 

MasKELL, Moses, Victualler, Newtown, Southampton (who died on Sept,. 
22, 1860). W. Hickman, Solicitor. July 2. 

Pecus, Rey. Perer Wit.iam, late of 30, Baker-street, Portman-square, 
Middlesex, and formerty of Uffington, Stamford (who died on or about 
April 21, 1860). Bircham, Dalrymple, & Drake, Solicitors, 46, Pa,rlia- 
ment-street, Westminster. July 2. 

SELLoN, WiLLiaM KicnarD Baker, Commander in the Royal Navy, late 
of Bournemouth, Hants, and formerly of Partyseal, Monmouth (who 
died on May 2, 1860). B, Whittington, Solicitor, 2, Dean-street, Fins- 
bury-square, Middiesex. July 2. 

Symons, JELincen Cooxson, Barrister-at-law, and one of Her Majesty’s 
Inspectors of Schools, formerly of the Vineyard, Hereford, ards 
of ory py Ta aA of at Malvern, Worcester- 
shire (who on April 7,  . ee tor, Lincoln’ - 

op Seid, Middlesex. July 12. od vat nine 
ANNER, Ann, Spinster, Sher ell House, Plymouth (who died on or about 
October 14, 1857). Phillips & Son, Solicitors, Plymouth. July 14, 

Wessen, Caartes Gronse, Fsq,, 5, Ope Woburn-place, Middlesex (who 
died on March 26, 1860).' W. & H. P. Sharp, Solicitors, 150, Leadenhall- 


Wi M. Spi gf ‘Breock, Cornw: 

ERRY, Many, Spinster, St. all (who died on March 5 
Coode, Shilson, & Co., Solicitors, St. Anatol Cornwall. Jul: age 
lel 3 Sir Jous, Knight, Doctor of Laws, Chief Justice of the ps 





¥ 


* 


of Good 
ope, ville, Cape Town, Cape of Good Hope (who died . 
190). vars Hadi, Daven Slory Delahaytreaty Wet 


Creditors =e Estates in Chancery. 


Torspar, 15, 1860 
Hossow, Gronox Davin, Gent,, iate of G ‘ 
of Trinity. 


Surrey, formerly ~cottage, 
or about December, 1856). Hobson v. Weaver; V.C. Stuart. 





Moatey,, Mary, Spinster, Brabourne, Kent (who died in the year 1827), 
White and Others v: Morley and Others, M.R. June 8. 

Smira, GeorGE, Innkeeper, suburbs of York (who died in or about Jan. 
1860). Tasker and Another 9, Smith and Others, V.C. Stuart. June 12, 

WATERHOUSE, SAMUEL, Gent., Weatherhill, Lindley, Huddeisfield (who 
died in or about December, 1835). Charlesworth v. Lord and Another, 


M.R. June 5. 
Frunay, May 18, 1860. 


JonES, JEREMIAH GREENE, Otherwise JEREMIAH GREENE JONES GREENE, 
otherwise JeneMiaH GREENE Pym AP Epnyvep, Barrister-at-Law, Mal- 
vern-cottage, Llandisilio, Anglesea (who died on or about Nov. 30, 
1859). Wilberforce v. Lewis, M.R. June 9. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Tuespay, May 15, 1860. 

DuNNELL, FREDERICK, Licensed Victualler, Earl of Durham, Murray- 
street, Hoxton, Middlesex. May 8. Trustees, J. Dunnell, Gent., at, 
Acacia-road, St. John’s-wood, Middlesex; C. Pugh, Wire & Brandy 
Merchant, 16, New Park-street, Southwark, Surrey. Sol. Moss, 38, 
Gracechurch-street, London. . 

Fuint, Witt1aM, Butcher, Beverley, Yorkshire. May 5. Trustees, R. 
Beal, Farmer, Newbald Lodge, Yorkshire; W. Gabbetis, Butcher, Cherry 
Burton, Yorkshire. Sof. Todd, Beverley, Yorkshire. 

ForHenrtncHaM, ALEXANDER, Draper, 7, High-street, Stepney, Middlesex. 
April 26. Trustees, J. C. Tippetts, Warehouseman, Gutter-lane, London ; 
E. Hill, Warehouseman, High-street, Whitechapel, Middlesex. Sols. 
Hensman & Nicholson, 25, College-hill, London. 

Kares, Hargiett, Hair Dresser, Broad-street, Bristol. April 14. Zrustee, 
A. Stevens, Accountant & Auctioneer, Nicholas-street, Bristol. Sol. 
Roper, Broad-street, Bristol. 

Pau, Evan, Nurseryman, Derby. April19. Zrwstees,G. Paul, Nursery 
man, Cheshunt, Herts; W. Nutting, Seedsman, Barbican, London. 
Sol. Oliver, 11, Old Jewry Chambers, London. 

Paituirs, THomas, Tailor, Kington, Herefordshire. May 9. Trustees, B. 
Wishlade, Butcher, Kington; J. Jones, Baker, Kington. Sol. Cheese, 
Kington, Herefordshire. 

Srottery, WILLIAM Avoustvs, Plumber, Glazier, & Painter, Great Cogges- 
hall, Essex. April 27. TZrustee, F. A. Judges, Grocer Tea Dealer, 
Great Coggeshall. Sols. Stevens & Beaumont, Church-street, Great 
Coggeshall. 

Warp, Samvet, Corn Miller & Grocer, Darley Bridge Mill, Derby. April 
24. Trustees, S. Bradley, and E. Bradley, Grocers, both of Ashbourn, 
Derbyshire. Sol. Stone, Wirksworth, Derbyshire. 

Winter, Rosert, Coal & Manure Merchant, Crediton, Devonshire. April 
14. Trustees, R. Ward, Merchant, St. David, Exeter; R. Stoné, Mer- 
chant, Taunton, Somersetshire; T. Sully, Merchant, Bridgewater, 
Somersetshire ; J. W. Sully, Merchant, Bridgwater, Somersetshire. Sol. 
Cleave, Crediton, Devonshire. 


Fawway, May 18, 1860. 

Barcray, Joun, and Wiit1aM Barcray, Builders and Confectioners, Irons - 
bridge, and Cement Manufacturers, of Madeley, Shropshire. May 5. 
Trustee, Edward Edwards, Gent., Madeley, Shropshire. Sol. Joseph 
Green James, Wellington and Dawley. 

GARDNER, Epwarp, Builder, Northampton. May 4. Zirustee, William 
Collier, Shoe Manufacturer, Northampton. Sol. William Shoosmith, 
Milton Hall, Northampton. 

Netrierotp, Henny, Corn Dealer & Cab Proprietor, 33, New Church- 
street, Lisson Grove, Middlesex. May2. Trustee, Edward Sturdy, 
Corn Factor, 50, Mark-lane, London. Sol. Daniel Sturdy, 29, Bucklers- 
bury, London. 

Spary, Davip, Grocer & Beer Retailer, Westmeon, Hants. May 1. 
Trustees, John Lillywhite, Miller, Eastmeon, and Edward Clark, Bishops 
Waltham, Grocer. Sol. Francis Clark, Bishop’s Waltham. 

WALKER, SAMUEL JonN, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham, trading as a 
Lace Manufacturer at Houndsgate, and at Radford, Nottingham, (Walker 
& Co). May 12. Trustees, J. F. Bottom, Lace Dresser, Standard-hill, 
Nottinghamshire ; L. A. Baillon, Merchant, Nottingham ; T. L. Acton, 
Banker’s Clerk, Nottingham. Sols. Wadsworth & Watson, Nottingham. 

Waker, Tuomas, Civil Engineer, Canterbury. May 4. Trustees, J. G. 
Drury, Ironmonger, Canterbury; G. Ashbee, Butcher, Canterbury. Sol. 
T. T. De Lasaux, Canterbury. 

Watton, Repecca, Finisher, Bradford. May 10. Trustees, J. Eastwood, 
Machine Maker, Bradford; A. Hamer, Paper Manufacturer, Horsforth, 
Leeds. Sols. Terry, Watson, & Watson, Market-street, Bradford. 

Wess, Many Ann, Widow, Monmouth, and executrix of John Webb, jun., 
Inn-keeper, late of Monmouth. May 8. Zrustees, P. Galindo, Gent, 
Monmeopits J. James, Ironmonger, Monmouth, Sol. Galindo, Mon- 
mouth. 

Winpipank, Henry & Jomn Surrn, Upholsterers, 234, Tottenham-court- 
road, Middlesex (Windibank & Smith). May 7. Trustees, H. R. Elling- 
ton, Warehouseman, 89, Watling-street, London; §. Hindley, Ware- 
houseman, 12, Friday-street, London. Sol. Hindley, 10, Old Jewry- 


chambers, London. 
Gankrupts. 
TursDay, May 15, 1860. 

Box, Joun, & Henry Joun Lewis, Corn Merchants, Gloucester. Com. 
Hill: May 31, and June 26, at 11; Bristol. Off. Ass. Acraman. Sols. 
Henderson, Bristol; or Bretherton, Gloucester. Pet. May 9. 

Crayton, Eparunas, Grocer & Provision Dealer, Openshaw, Manchester. 
Com. Jemmett: May 25, and June 20, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. 
Fraser. Sol, Sutton, Manchester. Pet. May 10. 

Freeman, Samven, & Joun CrirrorD, Elastic Web Manufacturers, Lei- 
cester. Com. Sanders: May $1, and June 21, at 11; Nottingham. Of”. 
Ass, Sols. Power & Pilgrim, Atherstone; Allen, 
Birmingham ; Stevenson, Leicester. Pet. May 12, 

Hasuam, Atrrep, Coach Proprietor, Manchester. June 6 & at 12; 
Manchester. Of. Ass. Pott. Sols. Atkinsons & Herford, N -street, 

F neg essen Pe, yd oe ~ 

ones, CHARLES, Boot ker, 117, Deansgate, Manchester, and of 
5, Stockport-road, Altrincham, Cheshire. Com. Jemmett: June 5 & 
27, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. Soils. Marsland & Edge, 
Bolton-le-Moors, Pet, May 8. 
Moss, Srernen, & : » Fastian Cutters, & 


Woodmill, Stansdeld, Halifax Moss 
Wont: My 9, at June ‘ 
Ferns & , Leeds. Pet. 
Muocenipeg, 


Gi 113 "Leste, Of. Aas Young. 
Hewny, Builder, 5, St. George’s-place, Brixton-rosd, Surrey. 


» « 
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Com. Fane: 25, and June‘22, at 12; hall-street. Off. Ass. a Island, British ‘North America, (Keal & Roberts 
‘Cannan. dt Ghats Bedford-row. ban Bay nH. atl; _ AW, , & Sorensen "3 “oN 
fimscox, GzorGE | Foe, Garet Manuacsrer, ang A gra on =, Stone Masons, Bricklayers, & Builders, 8, 
Manchester. oe a oe at 11; Leeds, same time sep. es. of J Reng pepe ny + 
maman. Sols. Son, Swan-street,. Manchester. Pet. rf a Manufacturer, Sheffield. June 9, at 10; 
Souren, Taomas, , Weymouth and Melcombe Regis, Dorset Joun Loucn, Grocer, Draper General Sh op Keeper, 
shire. Com. Andrews: May 30, and June20, at 1; Exeter. . Ass. Kein » June 21, at Ll; Sean tocar’ 
Hirtzel. Sols. Howard, Weymouth ; or Terrell, 8, i ctnershay, ‘xeter, Waker, Builders, Sheffield, (Pickworth & Wi 
Pet. May M4. June 9, at 10: Sheffield, sep. es. of Robert Walker.—Smanr, W: bles 
‘Taorr, THomas, ‘Linen & Hosier, Surrey-house, ham-road, jan., Underwriter, 11, New Broad-street, London. May 30, at 
‘Surrey. Com. Goulburn: a and June 25, at 11.30; Basinghall-street. —Vos, Hermanus, & Jan CarRisTIAN 
Off. Ass. Pennell. Sols. Davies, Son, Campbell, & Reeves, 17, chants, New Court, Crutched Friars, London. June’ Il, at 11.30; 
Warwick- street, London. Pet. et. May 12. Basinghall- street.—WorteY, Rowert, Provision Merchant’ and Com- 
‘Wippowson, Davin. ‘Manufacturer, Nottingham. Com. Sanders : mission Salesman, 22, Newgate-street, London. Jume Il, at 12; 
May 31, and June 21, at 11; be ogg . Ass, Harris. Sols. Basinghall-street. 
Cineen ee dee a Fhe me te A “Mommouthshire. | 0 be sases Motice be given oot Coes ttt eeting. 
(Ms, “JOHN, ou , ALLOWED, t: ice ven, ‘'ause shown on Me 
Com. Hill: May 25, and June 26, at 11; 44 Off. Ass. Miller. ‘Pomme, tee 15, 1860. ata 
Sols. Edwards, ; or Bevan, Girling, & Press, Bristol. Pet. BEALE, Mrtes, Iron & Brass Founder & Engineer, St. Leonard’s Iron 
May 11. Works, Gray-street, Poplar, Middlesex (Roberts.& te. June 8, at 11; 
Framay, May 18, 1860, Basinghall-street.—Bocie, Wittram, Hop & Seed Merchant, 
Bray, Caantes, Ironmonger, 14, Alfred-terrace, Queen’s-road, Bays- street, Birmingham. June 8, at 11; Birmingham.—Cozs, 
‘water, Middlesex. Com. Serer: & May 29, at 2.30; and June 26, at LOCKINGTON, Merchant, 80, ‘Cornhill, London, and 46, Lime-street, 
1; Basi street. Off. Ass. Lee. ~ Mackcson & Goldring, London. June 6, at 11, Basinghall-street.—Exus, WILLIAM, Ship 


nghall- 
89, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, enn ys May 16 
Coates, Tuomas, Linen Bridge-road, Lambeth. Com. Fane: 
May 31, at 11; a hen ats Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Whit- 
more. Sols. Sole, , & Turner, 68, Aldermanbury, London. Pet. 


Exes, Joun, Stone Mason, East Butterwick, Lincolnshire. =. Ayr- 
ton: June 6, and July 4, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull. i . Car- 
rick. Sols. Howlett & Sons, Kirton-in- Lindsey. Pet. May 9. 

Harvey, Henry, Lamp and Chandelier Manufacturer, 39, Hatton-garden, 
Holborn, Middlesex (Henry Harvey & Co.) Com. Fane: June | and 
29, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Whitmore, Sol. Roberts, 
15, Bucklersbury, London. Pet. May 14. 

‘Leese, Grorcr Jervis THomas & Wi1u14m Hewny Brapsver, China 
Manufacturers, Longton, 8 Stafford. Com. Sanders: June 1 & 22, at tl; 
Birniingham. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Young, Longton; or Hodg- 
son & Allen, ham. Pet. May 15. 

Magarin, Wittiam Georcs, Uphoider, ww, Monmouth. Com. Hill: 
May al, a tan 19,at 11; Bristol. 0, pw Atm ey Sol. Ashurst, 
Son, & Morris, 6, Old <7, London; or Bevan, Girling, & Press, Small- 
street, Bristol. Pet. May 

Sexton, Ropert WATLING, Builder, Norwich. Com. Evans: May 31, at 
12.30, and June 28, at 12; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Johnson. Sols. 
Hudson, 23, Bucklersbury ; or Bailey, Norwich. Pet. May 7. 

Smrru, EDWARD, Painter & Stationer, Birmingham. Com. Sanders : bed 
30, and June 25, at 11; Birmingham, Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. E. & 
Wright, Birmingham. Pet. May 17. 

Sarr, Georee, Ironmonger & econ, Wittlesea, Isle of Ely, Cambridge. 

May 28, and July 2, at 2; Basinghall-street. Of’. 

Sols. Sole, Turner & Tu 68, Aldermanbury, London, 


Com. burn ; 

Ass, Pennell. ner, 
& Gaches, Peterborough. Pet. May 2. 

Voxe, Tuomas, Confectioner & Grocer, Portsea, Southampton. Com. 


Fane: June 1, and June 29, at 11; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. 
Cannan. Sols. Bevan & Whitting, 6, Old Jewry, London, & Minchin, 
Portsea. Pet. May 18. 


Wanrren, Mark, Haberdasher, 69, Shoreditch, Middlesex. Com. Goulburn : 
May 28, at 1.30; and July 2, at Ll; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. 
Pennell. Sols. Lawrence, Plows, & Boyer, 14, Old Jewry-chambers, 
Old Jewry, London. Pet, May 16. 

Waient, Witty, Cattle Dealer, Fulshaw, Chester. June 5, and 28, at 
12; Manchester. as “_ har Sols. Green & Payne, ‘St. James’s- 


uare, Pet. 
” ” BANKRUI CY ANNULLED. 
Frmayx, May 18, 1860. 

OaxsHott, BENJAMIN THO Licensed Brewer, Retailer of Beer, & 

Barge Owner, Portsea, Southampton. May 17. 
MEETINGS FOR Lng OF DEBTS. 
AY, May 15, 1860. 

Graven, Wittiam, Road Maker & General Contractor, Birkenhead and 
Poulton-cum-Spital. June 7, at 11; Liverpool.—Hawks, Par, Brick- 
maker, Kinson , Dorsetshire. June 15, at 1; Exeter.— 
Keenor, Grace, & Sopura BAiLuE, Milliner & Straw Bonnet Makers 
(Keenor & Baillic). June 15, at 1; Exeter—Lancey, Jonny, Linen 
Draper, Barnstaple, vonshire. June 15, at 1; Exeter.—Less, bg 
Coach Iron Step, & Coach Iron Work Manufacturer, Wednesbury, Staf: 
fordshire. June 18, at 11; Birmingham.—Littey, Tuomas, Merchant 
Tailor, North Shields. June 7, at 12; ge ee a 
SAMUEL ——_ & Joun Hewrrson, Ship Seale 
Live . June 7, at 11; Liverpeol.—Scort, Jamu, Stuedent 
Tweslmouth, Berwick-upon-Tweed, June 7, at/12.30; Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. —STEPHENS, Henny, Innkeeper, Honiton-inn, Paris-street, Exeter. 


N, James, & ADLEY, Tronmasters, Brediey-ball Tron 
Works, Bilstcn, June 13, at 11; Birm 
Tuomas, Lace Maker & “Manufacturer, rare, June ee) ~ 


fn; Fe lat pec Draper, 
asian: tirepedl ome 7, at 1; Liverpool. 


Frupar, May 18, 1860. - 
Factor & deokense, Newport, Monmouthshire. 


Avuzn, Toomas, Corn 

May 25, at 1; Bristol.—Brnsaup, Isaac, Merchant, 1, South-street, 
Finsbury, Middlesex. June 8, at 11; Basinghall-street.—. a 

CuaRLes Tailor, 16, Southampton-street, Coven 
Middlesex. June 8, at 11,30; —Brows, JAMES, 
Seed 'Merchan: , ‘arwickshire. Jane 18, at 11; 
Birmingham. —unnowe, Wins, Surgeon heleons— 
. ‘11,80; a 
Camp, James, Boot & Shoe Maker, June 9, at 10; 
‘Pamir moons Dealer, 89, Prineess-stroet, Man- 


»— Eeexigt, 
Grocer & Tee Dealer, 76, ‘Yoda street, New roadyand 25, sts Chageloment, 
rocer er, | ewe 
‘ and 34, sei Gray's-inn-road, Middlesex. 
A 








Joiner, 38, Pennyfields, Poplar, Middlesex. June 6, at 12, Sheeran fae 
street.— Harris, Wiiram, & Wittiam West, Drapers, 

Hull (William Harris & Co.). June 6, at 12; Miegtten ended ata 
Mitts, THomas, Elastic Web Manufacturer, Leicester. — 12, at 
11.30; Nottingham.—Scorr, Jamzs, Millwright, Tweedmouth, Berwick- 
upon-Tweed. June 7, at 12.30; Newcastle-on-Tyne.— Smart, Henry, 
Printer, Bookbinder, & Stationer, Gloucester. June 11, at 11; Bristol. 
—Witson, Henry Ghee, Semee & Apothecary, Whitchurch, Salop. 


June ll, at 11; B 

Metuiss, N 
(Ayers & Melliss), New York, United States of America ; Gills & 
Ayers) Merchants. June 12, at 1; Basinghall-street. —BraLe, Mines, 
Iron & Brass Founder, & Engineer, "Saint Leonards’ Iron Works, Gray- 
street, Poplar, Middlesex. (Roberts'& Co.) June 8, at 11; 
street. "—CAHN, Davip, 3, Leadenhall-street, London. June Ay at 1; 
Basinghall-steet.— Mc Manus, Rocer DIvine, Apothecary, St. Ausel, 
Cornwall. June 15, at 1; Exeter.—Monetanp, Joan en ‘Grocer, 
Draper, & General-shop Keeper, Lydford, and Keinton, Somersetshire. 
June 18, at 11; Bristol—Taytor, Persr, Licensed Victualler & Iron- 
monger, Bridge-street, Saffron Walden, Jane 8, at 1.30 : Basinghall- 


street. 
To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Tugspay, May 15, 1860. 

HaYrMan, ty ae en Licensed Victualler, Marine View Hotel, Portsmouth. 
May 10, 2nd ciass.—Sayer, Cuartes James, Boarding- house Keeper, 
l, Francis-place, Holloway, Middlesex. May 2, 2nd class.—Srourr, 
Curisrorner, Pubsenene ’Poulterer, & Dealer in Game, Wellington 
street, Aldershot, Hants. May 4, 2nd class. 

Fray, "May 18, 1860. 

Barton, JapHetu, Brewer & Retailer of Beer, Dunean-street, Landport, 
Portsea. May 10, Ist class.—Biyninc, Henny, and Gzorez Dowson, 
Ship Owners, Middleshorough, York, 2nd class.— BRIGNALL, 
JONATHAN, Dyer, Manchester. May 8, 2nd class.—HowarrTs, Jams, 
Linen Draper, Ashton-under-Lyne, Laneaster. May 8, 3rd class.— 
MARSHALL, Tuomas, Builder & Contractor, Plymouth. May I, 3rd 
class. Subject toa suspension of three months.—Manrson, CuarbEs, 
Innkeeper, Leominster. May 10, 3rd class.—Muttetrr, Wutiam, Gro- 
cer & Draper, Brookland, Romney, Kent. May U1, Ist elass.— Rossen, 
Samvet, Builder & Cabinet Maker, West Hartlepool. May 15, 3rd class. 
—WIitiaMs, JoHN Reynotps, Ironmonger, Sandbach, Chester. May 


9, 3rd class. 
Scotch Sequestrations. 
Tusspay, May 15, 1860. 
——_ Wirrram, lately Corn Dealer & Miller, Derby-road, Chesterfield, 
ow Agent & Dealer in Tobermory, Island of "Mull, Argyle. May 22, at 
1; Dowell’s & Lyon’s-rooms, 18, George-street, Edinburgh. Seg. May Il. 

Daumaonp, Grorae Henry CHAkLEs FRANCIS MALCOLM, commonly called 
Viscount Forth, sometime residing at 14, Regent-street, London, and 
now at 19, Duke-street, Edinburgh. May 22, at 2; ‘Dowell’s & Lyon’s- 
rooms, 18, George-street, Edinburgh. Seg. May*t2. 

Fatconer, Epwarp ALEXANDER, Grocer ‘& Spirit Dealer, Canongate, 
Edinburgh. May 21, . 2; Stevenson’s-rooms, 4, St. Andrew-square, 
Edinburgh. Seq. May 1 

F.emine, Jonny, anne Commander in the Royal Navy, de- 
ceased. May 18, at 2; Dowell’s & Lyon’s-roems, 18, George-street, 
Edinburgh. Seg. Ma i. 

Hay, Persn, Dyer, Ney = 21, at 1; Tawnahill’s Globe-hotel, High- 
street, Paisley. Seg. M 

MacponaLp, Roperr, ener ‘& Spirit Merchant, : area Hawick. 
May 23, at 12; Tower-hotel, Hawiek. > May 12 

Faupax, May 18, 1860 


Faipay, May 18,1860. 
Ayers, Jonny Derrick, & Davin Me Harrie 


DkgyspaLe, Rospert, Farmer and Miller, Old Mills, Craigforth. May 26, at 
11; Golden Lion Hotel, King-street, Stirling. Bey. Moy 16. 
Lor, ALEXANDER, Dairyman, Germiston-street, Gijasgow. May 25, at 
2; Faculty Hall, St, George's-place, Glasgow. Seq. 16. 
Haxpeay, JoHnN, en Glasgow. B vee 25, at 2; shall, St. 
George's-place, G 


Ivison, Henry, Shoemaker, 10, South Carlisie, and Hotel 
gate, Carlisle. ay 35, at 2; Cranston's ewsiey 
perance Hotel, 43, nme f Edin! re yy 
MaccaLLum, ARCHIBALD, W: lene en tiee ts May atl Faculty- 
“hall, St. George's-place, Glasgow 15. 
Muxno, Joun, Tailor and Clothier, lovant Keel —. mR 25, at 


; Fac os bey George’s-place, Glasgow. M 
Bt Be op Be ‘aovatar, Spe Dea eae ‘ey 23, at 
12; bean Hotel, Dumbarton. Sen. May $2, 
Micmast, Merchant, and Commission Agent, 64, Gearge- 


street,” -square, Londen, Princes-street, Edinburgh, now re- 
sid in ane. 3. May 25, at 13, Matthicson’'s Crown: Hotel, Peebies. 


Sim, WittraM, Grain Merchant, Royal Bank- , Glasgow. May 25, at 
12; Glasgow feock Reshangn, Nation! Baskchelatnan diaages. 
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FINSBURY, ST. LUKE’S and BISHOPSGATE. 
Valuable Freehold and Leasehold Property for Investment. 


SSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST 
JONES, at TWELVE, in in Lots, the ee valuable PROPERTIES, 
viz.;—A well-secured it rent of £100 om arising from the ex- 
eae coatient eon ge 7 age one gg heed gmc {ong 


No.8, Word of two oh, rooms, sheds, and 
jag ba yg or gees No. 23 Myer and a tp: 


house, with Stabling for 1 
premises, No. 25, Holywell, in the rear of Worsht ip-street, held 
7 lease for a term of 364 years, from Midsummer, 1860, at 
@ rent of £210, and underlet for the whole term to Mr. Sidney Archer 
and Mr. Sadler Smith, under two leases, at rents amounting together 
to £310 per annum; a Leasehold-Shop aud Dwelling-house, No. 23, 
Old-street, St. Luke’s, “held for eight years, unexpired, at £7 17s. 6d. per 
annum, and producing about £40 per annum ; valuable extensive Free- 
hold Business Premises, consisting of a capital double-fronted shop, 
large warehouse, and good dwelling-house over, with yee entrance, 
eligibly situate, No. 53, Bishopsgate-street Without, let upon lease to 
Messrs. Waters & Seabrook, ata low net rent of £175 a 
£4 10s. for insurance ; and a Freehold Dwelling-house in egate-street, 
tm thors, let at £90 por annum 
May be viwed by permission of the tenants, and had of 
CROWDER, MAYNARD, LAWFORD, & MAYNARD, Solicitors, 
7, Coleman-street, city; at the Mart; and of Messrs. NORTON, HOG- 
GART. & TRIST, 62, Old Broad-street, Royal Exchange. 





SYDENHAM, KENT. 


ESSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST 

have received instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, in 

JUNE, in Lots, very valuable FREEHOLD BUILDING LAND, beautifully 

situate ia Lower Sydenham, within half a mile of two railwa way stations, 

having frontages to excellent roads, and extremely eligible for the erection 

of villa residences. 

Lot 1. abhi amy bane paner Faber ag alam and 

of two excellent roads, and containing 


P 


>>> >>> b> 


pera 


sue be oe particulars and plans (which are in course of pre- 
shorty be had at the Crown, Lower Sydenham; of Messrs. 

Daven ® st INS, Solicitors, Billiter. ue ; at the Mart; and of Messrs, 
NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST, 62, Old Broad- -street, Royal Exchange. 





UPPER CLAPTON, MIDDLESEX. 
Valuable Freehold and Leasehold Residences, and a Freehold Ground-rent 
is £18 per annum, land-tax and presenting very eligible 
vestments. 


SSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST 

have received instructions from the Executors of the late George 
Archer, Esq., to offer for SALE, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, JUNE 
6, at TWELVE, the following eng FREEHOLD and LEASEHOLD 
INVESTMENTS, viz. :—A well red Freehold Ground-rent of £18 per 
annum, arising from an excalent detached residence with ofcs an large 
garden, situate at the corner of pee in a \ part of Upper 
Clapton, with Reversion in 1918; a capital . F: 
situate 7, on the Terrace, Upper Clapton, 


the purchase: 
rental, estimated at £120 per annum; Two Freehold Cottage Residences, 
with gardens, situate Nos. 2 & 10, Stamford-grove East, Hill-street, Upper 
Clapton, gone of the value of about £60 per annum; and a Leasehold 
Property, situate in Grove-road, Hill-street, near Clapton Chapel, com- 


famil; 
residence adjoining, in the occupation of — Vi . 
together to £160 per annum, 
ao eid tr 64 yours encipived ot 6 yeasty rent of 404. 

To be viewed by permission of the tenants lars had at 
the Swan-inn, U Clapton ; of Messrs. CROWDER, oR MAYNARD, LAW- 
FORD, & MAYN RD, Solicitors, 57, Coleman-street; at the Mart; and 
of Messrs. Oe, HOGGART, & TRIST, 62, Old Broad-street, ‘Royal 





WHETSTONE, 
Four Freehold Dwelling-houses and Shops. 


SSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST 
have received instruc instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, in 
eis Rear ae ape eae as ee eee 
to Barnet ; let on lease fi ’ 
3 Sanek ates for an unexpired term of about 40 years, at 
be viewed leave of the ao = and 
'ERN, Esq., Soucteon ford-row 
Mart ; and of Messrs. NORTON, HOGGART 1 & TRIST, 62, Old Broad- 
street, Royal Exchange 





Preliminary Advertisement.—Lowndes-street, Belgrave-square. 
ROSES. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST 
ved instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, on 
FRIDAY, 3 UNE S. 8, an excellent TOWN Fer pag eligibly situate No. 
of about 68 pe rea py song rent. Earl Son a 
Further particulars will appear next week.—62, Old Broad-street. 





‘WOODFORD. 


Valuable and Substantial Freehold Residence, with delightful Pleasure 
Green-houses, Gardens, Stabling, Offices, Meadow 
land, altogether 16 acres, with early possession. 
SSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST 
Fn _ Pape to offer for ae at ite MAST, in the 
contract), o vi VALUABLE FREEHOLD PE PROPERTY, Deantifally 
situate at rd, only. five ‘minutes’ walk from the 


s 


rooms, dressing-room, with bath; principal dcor, two elegant I 
craving ro rooms, with folding doors, together 48 feet ate 
feet by 20, with three windows looking upon the readline a 
library, entrance-hall, water-closets, &c.; very complete domestic offices of 
every description, servants’-hal! and bedroom, wash-house, pally Gheaberce’ 
and superior cellarage ; delightful — ornamental] 
lawn and flower- fitted with choice shrubs and plants, and frarrounded 
pf a aang walks, double green-house, outhouse, large prod 
garden, stabling for four horses, coach-house with prowl 's rooms ae, 
carage-yan, cow-house, and other farm-buildings, and several enclosures 
rich meadow land, the whole containing about 16 acres. The Pat se 4 
is a6 perfect order throughout for the immediate reception of a pene 
is well rae oath with pure water, and the situation is proverbially healthy. 
May be viewed by cards only, to be had with particulars, of Messrs. 
NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST, 62, Old Broad-street, Royal Exchange. 





KENT. 


Valuable Freehold peter noo in the Parishes of Meopham and Luddesdown, 
ining together upwards of 380 acres, 


N ESSRS. ‘NORTON. > HOGGART, & TRIST 

have received instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, in 
JUNE, in Six Lots, valuable FREEHOLD ESTATES, situate in the parishes 
of Meopham and Luddesdown, about five miles from Gravesend, in a beau- 
tiful and sporting part of the county of Kent, and there will be @ station on 
the intended London and Chatham Railway now in progress of construction, 
which will pass in the immediate vicinity of the properties. 

Lot 1 will comprise Coomb-hill Farm, with farm cottage, barn, hop oast, 
stabling, and buildings, together with séveral enclosures of useful arable, 
meadow, hop, and wood land, containing together 29a. 2r. lp. 

Lot 2. Cook’s Farm, with farm cottage, barn shed, and buildings, to- 
gether with numerous enclosures of arable, hop, and wood land, the whole 
containing 110a. Or. 27p. 

Lot 3. Woodhill Farm, with a comfortable farm-house, barn, hop oast, 
and agricultural buildings, together with numerous enclosures of arable, 
hop, and wood land, also two enclosures of arable land adjoining, with cot- 
tage and garden thereon, the whole containing 143a. 3r. 15p. 

Lot 4. Brimston Farm, with farm cottage, newly-built barn and waggon 

lodge, stabling, &c., together with num. rous enclosures of arable, hop, and 

wood land, the whole ae together 110a. Or. 13p. Also Two Cot- 
tages on Meopham-green, and two pieces of woodland near, containing to- 
gether about one acre, 

Lot 5, A Piece of Woodland, situate a short distance from Meopham- 
green, and containing about two acres. 

Lot 6. An Enclosure of Meadow Land, known as Angle Croft, situate near 

“green, on the road to Wrotham, and containing la. 3r. 23p. 


May be viewed by permission of the tenants, and particulars had in due 
time at the inns at Gravesend; of W. GIBSON, "Esq., solicitor, 64, Linceln’s- 
inn-fields ; at the MART; and of Messrs. NORTON ° HOGGART, and TRIST, 
No, 62, Old Broad- -street, Royal Exchange. 





Valuable Freehold and Copyhold Estates, Longcot, in the county of Berks. 


SSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST 

have received instructions to offer for SALE. at the MART, in 

JUNE next, valuable FREEHOLD and COPYHOLD ESTATES, the pro- 

perty of the late Archdeacon Berens, situate at Longcot, in the county of 

rks, consisting of a farm-house, farm-yard, and farm buil to- 

gether with about 85 acres of arable, meadow, and pasture 3 also 
several cottages, situate at Longcot, Shrivenham, and Watchfield. 


A more detailed advertisement will appear in a few days, 


In the Island of Tobago. 


ESSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, & Teast 
ve received ins' tructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, in 
Mg Avausr, the STUDELEY PARK ESTATE, a valuable freehold 
rt ituate 0 ‘obago. lies exceeding] 
remion tains altogether about 578 acres of excellent land, of Shieh & tout 
80 acres are in cane a, together with the whole of the valuable 
plant, machinery, boiling and curing houses, dwelling-house, labourers 
cottages, live stock, &c. 
A more detailed advertisement will shortly appear.—62, Old Broad- 


The remaining Plots of Freehold Building Land, Moat-house, Stockwell. 
SSRS. NORTON, ., BOGGABY, & TRIS 
have received instructions to offer for SALE, t the AUCTIO; 

MART, in JUNE, in Lots, 14 PLOTS of valuable FREEHOLD BUILDING 
pe 7: ieckal ono “ = yg ones 

ituate at -green. They have frontages to new 

roads 40 ft. in width, and are peculiarly adapted for the ordtion of shops 


or semi 
Mt te be viewed, and with plans, sal had of He id 

LING, Esq. Solicitor: Norwich at’ the Svan, Stockwell; "st the Mart 

and of Mesrs, NORTON, HOGGART, & TRIST, 62, Old Broad-streot, 

Royal Exchange, 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 

The Chancery Evidence Commissioners met at the 
House of Lords on Wednesday last. The commissioners 
resent were the Lord Chancellor, Lord Cranworth, 
Bord Chelmsford, Lord Wensleydale, Lord Kingsdown, 
Lord Justice Knight Bruce, Lord Justice Turner, Vice- 
Chancellor Wood, the Attorney-General, Sir Hugh 
Cairns, Mr. Strickland Cookson, and Mr. G. T. Gibson. 
We believe that a draft report has been prepared, and 

will very soon be presented to her Majesty. 


The Attorney-General has again been compelled to 
postpone the introduction of his Land Transfer Bill ; 
and notwithstanding the lengthened discussions which 
have taken place upon his Bankruptcy Bill, no great 
progress has yet been made with it; and it appears 
to be doubtful whether time enough now remains to pass 
it into a law in the present session. We are not aware 
whether the select committee to which the Court of 
Chancery Bill has been referred has yet had a meeting, 
or what has been the object of such reference. 





The last number of the Law Magazine contains an 
article on the present mode of aati business at 
the chambers of the Common Law Judges, to which we 
desire to direct the attention of our readers. It sug- 
gests that. the Common Law Judges should at once be 
relieved of the mass of common order business done at 
chambers ; and with this view, that two officers should 
be appointed for the discharge of such business. It 
appears to be generally agreed, on all hands, that the 
work of the Common Law Judges at chambers is very 
onerous on them, and is of necessity done by them in a 
manner as perfunctory and unsatisfactory to suitors as 
it is harassing to themselves. It is equally certain that 
the decisions there Vg have never led to the estab- 
lishment of any definite practice; but that, as a rule, 
there is always great uncertainty beforehand as to 
what the result of any application at chambers may be. 





In the House of Lords on Monday évening, the con- 
stitutional question arising on Lord Monteagle’s mo- 
tion was ably argued on both sides. One point which 
might have been made on the Ministerial side we do 
not find to have been alluded to during the debate— 
viz., that the — of the Paper Duty Repeal Bill 
by the Lords altered by relation the Customs Bill, 
which passed the House of Lords on the 14th May. 
It is provided by the 7th clause of that Bill, that after 
the 15th August, 1860, the Customs duties on per 
shall be the same as the Excise duties for the time Cie 
on paper of British manufacture. The Paper Duty 
Re Bill having passed the House of Commons, 
showed that it was the intention of that House to abo- 
lish the former duties entirely; but the effect of the 
rejection of that Bill by the House of Lords on Monday 
is to impose new Customs duties on paper. There 
might be some ground therefore for arguing that the 

ection of the Paper Duty Repeal Bill by the House 

Lords is an infringement by relation of the privi- 
lege of the House of Commons. 


No, 178. 





THE CASE OF SIMPSON v. FOGO. 
The principles of private international law are, in 
neral, so little studied, and so imperfectly understood 
y English lawyers, that any case which —_ them 
before our courts deserves to be ially dwelt upon, 


for the sake of attracting attention to a department ol 
legal learning which has hitherto been too much 
neglected. The case of Simpson v. Fogo, which came 


lately before Vice-Chancellor Wood, affords a remark- 
able illustration of that “conflict of laws” which has 
been made the subject of so many learned treatises, and 
which promises year by year to demand more impera- 
tively the attention of the English lawyer. There had 
been in this case a duly registered mo: to the 
plaintiff of a British built ship, owned at Liverpool. 
The mortgagor stopped payment. The ship was. then 
on a voyage to New Orleans, where she arrived shortly 
afterwards. The ship was attached at New Orleans by 
creditors of the mortgagor, under proceedings taken by 
them to make her available to satisfy their 

These proceedings resulted in a sale of theship, under an 
order of the district court of Louisiana, to the defendant 
Fogo, a British subject residing in that State. It was 
stated in the bill, that an agent of the plaintiff “inter- 
vened in the proceedings,” and endeavoured to establish 
the Pccanans title as mortgagee; but such title 
was disregarded, “ because the law of Louisiana does 
not allow of mortgages of chattels.” The ship 
subsequently came to Liverpool, and thereupon the 
plaintiff filed a bill to establish his security, and 


to restrain the defendants from dealing with 
ship and freight. To this bill the endants de- 
murred on the ground that the pi ing in the 


court at New Orleans appeared on the face of the 
bill to be a proceeding in rem, by a court of 
competent jurisdiction, which proceeding, according to 
international law, was conclusive upon all courts every- 
where, so that the English Court of Ch could not 
properly entertain the question of title to the ship. It 
was contended, on the other side, that the proceeding 
was not in rem, but in personam; and, therefore, was 
only binding upon the parties to it; and as the 
mortgagor was not, in a proper sense of the word, 
a party, there was nothing to prevent his now asserti 
his title in an English court. It was held by Sir W. 
P. Wood that the plaintiff's title was, ing to 
English law, indisputable age hfiso rapes ink it 
appeared distinctly upon the bill that the foreign pro- 
coding had been i‘ nia it was not clear that the plain- 
tiff had lost his right to sue here; and therefore the 
demurrer was overruled. 

Some discussion arose during the argument as to 
what the law of Louisiana regarding mo of 
chattels really was; and several passages in 8 
“ Conflict of Laws” were referred to upon this ques- 
tion. Mr. Westlake, in his recent treatise on “‘ Private 
International Law,” has discussed this subject at some 
length. The general question is whether, upon sales of 
chattels, the lex domicilii of the vendor, or the lex loci 
contractis, if that is different, or the lex sitis of the 
chattel, is to prevail. Mr. Westlake says :— 


Of late years the current has set very strongly, even in com 
mercial countries, towards enforcing the lex sités on the title to 
chattels. The Courts of Louisiana enforce it in sales made 
under the dominion of the English law. The cases where this 
has been done are those of ships or goods sold—in Virginia, for 
instance—and afterwards, but before delivery, at New 
Orleans by creditors of the vendors, 


In the case before us the lex domicilii of the : 
and also the ex loci contracts, would be the law o' 
land. The /ex sitris—that is, the law of the place where 


the'chattel was at the time when the were 
taken—would be the law of Louisiana. ship arrived 
at New Orleans, being then in the possession of the 
master, who would be the m 8 agent, and was 


attached by the mortgagor's creditors. It appears that 
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by the law of Louisiana neither a sale nor a pledge 
of a chattel is effectual against the creditors of the vendor 
or pledgor, unless the possession has been transferred. 
Tn this case the ession had not been transferred, 
and therefore, hy the law of Louisiana, the mortgagor’s 
creditors ‘would have been preferred to the mortgagee. 
But by the law of England the mortgage would be good, 
supposing the bill of sale to be duly registered, and 
therefore the oma ge creditors could have no right 
to attach the ship. these two conflicting laws, then, 
which ought to prevail? Was the Court of Louisiana 
right or wrong in applying its own law to the case 
before it; and if that Court was wrong, was, or was not 
its judgment examinable in our Court of Chancery, 
according to the — upon which, by what is 
called the comity of nations, a certain de of respect 
is held to be due from the tribunals of one civilized 
country to those of another? 

The important distinction between a judgment ix rem, 
ahd a judgment in personam, will be illustrated by 
reference to one or two recent common-law cases, 
in which the question whether a foreign judgment was 
or was not to be held conclusive in this country, de- 
pended upon the character to be ascribed to it. In the 
case of Cammell vy. Sewell (3 H. &. N. 617), a ship 
laden with deals had got ashere on the coast of Norway. 
The master of the ship applied to a Norwegian judicial 
fuhetionary to sell the cargo. A sale was announced 
aécordingly. Meanwhile the English underwriters 
were informed of what was going on, and they instructed 
an agent to protect their interests. This agent dis- 
approved and protested against the sale. Some doubt 
was thrown on the authority of the agent; and his pro- 
tést was disregarded, and the sale took place. The 
underwriters’ agent then instituted a suit in a Nor- 

ian court to set aside the sale; but the judgment of 
the ¢ourt confifmed it. The purchaser sent the deals to 
ngland, and the underwriters, who had clothed them- 
selves with the consignee’s rights, brought an action 
of trover against the representatives of the purchaser 
to recover the value of the deals. It was held by the 
Court of Exchequer that this judgment of the Norwe- 
gian Court was a judgment in rem, which changed the 
property of the thing adjudicated upon, so that the 
aétion was not maintainable. It was also held that, as 
the underwriters’ agent had instituted a suit in Norway, 
the underwriters were, in effect, privy to that suit, and 
were finally concluded by the adverse decision in it, 
even supposing that that decision was in personam only. 
The case was one of considerable complication. It has 
been most elaborately argued on appeal in the Exchequer 
Chamber, and is still awaiting judgment. It is to be 
observed that, according to our ey the master of the 
ship had no authority to sell the cargo, and if he had 
done so without the sanction of a judicial officer, and 
the purehaser had brought the cargo to this country, the 
underwriters might have maintained their action. 

Another and more recent case of the same character 
is that of Castrique v. Imrie, 8 W. R. 344, in which the 
Court of Common Pleas arrived at the conclusion that 
a French decision, which to English lawyers would 
— one, was not a judgment in rem, and 
t the English Court disregarded it. The master 
of 4 British ship had drawn a bill upon the owner for 
the cost of necessary repairs done to the vessel 
.® Australia. While ~ a p> on her voyage 
the owner mortgaged her a duly registered bill 
The bill drawn ng the eudet oa dishon- 

= the ng tnd fewer wos On her 
homewa the ship put into the of 
; Bi i a French subject, to o> ang 

had been indorsed, took proceedings against the 

t recover the amount of it, and arrested the 

vessel the suit. A French tribunal ordered 
the vessel to be sold to satisfy this demand. She was 


under judicial authority, and was pur- 
chased by a British subject and + to England, 





and was subsequently lost at sea. The mo under 
the bill of sale now brought an action against the pur- 
chaser under the French sale, to recover the value of 
the ship. By the English law, the sale or mortg 
a ship at sea is good — the creditors of the Owner. 
The Civil Tribunal of Havre declared it impossible to 
believe that such a transaction could be under any 
commercial law whatsoever. Here, then, we have 
another instance of conflict between the lex loci con- 
tractiis and the lex sitiés. By the English law, again, 
there is no lien upon the ship for necessaries supplied 
during the voyage, unless there is an express contract 
of hypothecation. But the French law gives such a 
lien. It does not appear, howéver, that the French 
Tribunal proceeded upon this latter ground. It rejetted 
the claim of the mortgagee, who appeared in a sort of 
replevin suit before it, and decreed the sale. The Court 
of Common Pleas, in giving judgment, said that the 
uestion before it was, whether the proceedings of the 
ourt of Havre could be examined into by an English 
court or not—that is, whether those proceedings were or 
were not in rem. If the French judgment had deter- 
mined that the ship was charged with a lien for advances, 
and was liable to be sold to defray them, then, unless 
the judgment appeared on the face of it to be void, it 
would be against all the world. The question here 
occurs whether, if the French judgment had purported to 
proceed on the ground of lien given by the French law, this 
would have been held to be an error upon the face of a 
judgment in rem sufficient to destroy its efficacy. And this 
question would raise the further question, by what law 
must the effect of the master’s contract be determined. 
But the. Court of Common Pleas considered that the 
French proceedings were in personam, and that the 
liability of the ship was only brought incidentally into 
question. Such proceedings would not be binding upon 
rsons who were not parties to them; and the Court 
eld that the plaintiff before it had not been a party, and 
was not bound. Now it appeared that the plaintiff in 
the English action did institute what was called a replevin 
suit in the French Court, and this suit was joined to the 
original suit by the holder of the bill, and the Tribunal 
gave judgment in the twosuits. In a certain sensé, then, 
the English plaintiff did become party to the French 
proceedings, but not in such a sense that the Court of 
Common Pleas would hold him to be bound by them. 
That Court then proceeded to examine into the grounds 
of the French judgment, and held them to be insufficient 
to support it. Some confusion appears to be created by 
an attempt of the Court of Common Pleas to show that 
the French judgment was bad according to French law. 
We should conceive that the eng ground to rest wu’ 
would be, that the law applicable to the case was the 
English law, by which the mortgagee’s title was clearly 
good against a creditor of the owner. 

We believe that this case, as well as Cammell v. Sewell, 
is under appeal. The whole law upon this subject om 
to be at present in a very unsatisfactory state. The dis- 
tinction between a judgment in rem and one tn personam is 
becoming difficult to appreciate, nor is it very easy to 
say what steps taken to protect rights abroad will make 
the person taking:them a party to the proceedings in @ 
foreign court, so as to be bound by them. It should be 
observed, that the decision in Cammell v. Sewell pro- 
ceeded on two grounds—first, that the foreign judgment 
was in rem, and, secondly, that the suit in which it was 
given was instituted by the person in whose right the 
plaintiff in the a court sued, and who, therefore, 
was bound by it. haps before the cause of Simpson 


v. Fogo comes to a hearing, the appeals in the two 


common-law cases will have been ided, and thus 
some assistance will be furnished»to Vice-Chancellor 
Wood in determining what ought to be the effect in 
the case before him of the plaintiff's “intervention” to 
protect his rights in the Louisiana ¢ourt. But even 
supposing Cammell v. Sewell to be sustained, and this 
case to fall within it, Sir W. P. Wood appeared 
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disposed to hold the judgment of the Louisiana court to 
be so manifest! ditonzot, that even parses to the 
litigation would not be concluded by it in England. 
He said that, by the law of all nations, the lex loci con- 
tractiis the ownership of chattels; and he asked 
how the comity of nations could be exercised with a 
anal whose view of international law was utterly 
opposed to the view which prevails here. Yet nothi 
is more certain than pean a Court ws Louisiana “b 
persist in disposing of all the personal property that 
falls within its Weck, according to its own law; and it 
will do this with the avowed object of giving effect to 
the claims of its own citizens, rather than to those of 
forei Thus the conflict of laws takes its origin in 
opposing interests. 


s 
—_— 


ANSWERS IN CHANCERY SUITS. 


In framing General Orders for regulating the prac- 
tite of the Court of Chancery, it has been too gene- 
rally considered beneath the dignity of the framers to 
consult what is sometimes called the inferior branch of 
the profession; and this sufficiently accounts for the 

uent issue of defective and unworkable orders. We 
have before dwelt upon this topic; but it is again forced 
our attention by the operation of the General 
Order of 6th March, 1860, as to the printing of answers. 
We are inclined to —— that, before the publication 
of this order, even those officers of the Court upon 
whom the official details would necessarily devolve, 
were not consulted. If they were, then surely they 
must themselves have omitted, in the present instance, 
to seek the benefit of the assistance which was within 
their reach. We feel persuaded that no such incon- 
veniently workable details as are required by the order 
po oe would have been suggested by the practical 
efficient first-assistant clerks of the officers alluded 
to. We believe that we are only expressing the general 
oo and feeling of the profession when we say that 
the provisions of the General Order of 6th March, 1860, 
are not only very inconvenient in their operation, but 
that they impose increased and unnecessary expense 
upon the suitor. It is with the first of these objections 
t we now pro to deal. 
The course of proceeding recjuired by this order is 
circuitous, troublesome, and. is directly productive 
of delay. The defendant upon filing his written answer 
is required to present with it a copy, with schedules (if 
any). This copy is left at the Record and Writ Office, to 
be examined with the original, and then certified by the 
Clerk of Records and Writs as correct and proper to be 
printed ; and such copy, thus examined and certified, is 
usually returned to the defendant’s solicitor on the fol- 
lowing morning. The printer is expected to. compose 
the bt sche this copy, and when that is done, the 
b mes useless. But we believe that the printer 
om, in fact, composes the type from this copy 
for, in most cases, the draft or a plain copy of the 
answer sufficiently suits the purpose, and can be put 
into the printer’s hands immediately, when the answer 
is filed. The si is required to be filed within four 
days, and the defendant's solicitor is to certify that the 
print is a true co y of the copy-answer, which has been 
cértified by the Clerk of Records and Writs. But it is 
in fact wats to be a true copy of the answer itself, 
with which it has never been examined by the solicitor 
at all. All the time this circumlocutionary process is 
going on, the plaintiff is waiting for a copy of the 
answer, ‘Prue, any schedules have been annexed to 
and filed with the answer he can get an office copy of 
such schedules within two or three days; but he cannot 
get an office copy of the statements which explain the 
schedules until the print of the answer has been filed— 
that is to say, not until the lapse of five or six days. It is 
manifest that in many cases such ts must be 


exceedingly troublesome, and such delay must tend to 








obstruct the progress of the suit, and seriously impede. 
the administration of justice. : 

Now as toaremedy. It has been determined that 
answers shall be printed; and as the print is more espe- 
cially required for the use of counsel and of the court, 
it would surely be sufficient if such provisions were mage 
as should secure the filing of the print in sufficient time 
for the purpose for which it is mainly required. Let the 
defendant fle either a written or printed answer in 
first instance, and let schedules be written or pri 
and in such form as may be most convenient. every 
case, at the time of filing the answer, or at any time 
afterwards, and whether the answer filed be a written 
printed answer, let another copy be left with the Clerk 
of Reeords and Views to be examined — ag as an 
office copy. By this arrangement a complete copy 
might teae for delivery to the plaintiff on the follow- 
ing morning, while, as before shown, a office 
copy is not now procurable in less than five or six 

ere a written answer is filed in the first instanee, 

defendant’s solicitor should be required to endorse 
it an undertaking to file a printed copy of it withina 
limited time—say eight or ten days; and on fli 
such printed copy he should ify that it isa 
true copy of the answer filed; and a for attending 
at the Record and Writ Clerk’s Office to examine the 

roof with the record of the answer should be al+ 
aa Let the penalties for neglecting to deli 
the office copy, and for neglecting to file the pri 
copy pursuant to the undertaking, be clearl ponies. 
and be such as shall best tend to secure complianes i 
the requirements imposed. The other provisions of the 
Order of 6th of March, 1860, might be Bas pie But in 
adopting the foregoing suggestions it w probably 
found pects or desirable te repeal the Order ‘t 
6th March altogether, and to substitute another to 
operate in lieu thereof. If this, however, cannet be 
done, then the existing Order should inly be 
varied, by general order, in the following — 
Where a written answer is filed in the first instanee, am 
undertaking to file a printed copy of it should be re= 
quired. In every case the defendant should be required: 
to deliver a complete office copy to the plaintiff 
demand, or within forty-eight hours ; ade 
cases where a written answer has been filed and am 
office copy is demanded before the print is filed, a-writ- 
ten office copy might be delivered. No certified. copp 
for the printer should be segs . But the solieiter 
a the pape — a ae —_ 
any other copy, if the teo i 
po ould a allowed for the printer, as_in the 
case of a bill; and the Clerk of and Writs 
should examine the proof of the print with the 
of the answer as filed, and certify the print to bee true 
copy of such record, and not of an altegether 
and useless copy. And the time for filing the printed 
ae a@ written answer should be extended to eight or 
ten days. 

Any mere extension of the time for filing the pri 
will not remedy the inconveniences og 
must be borne in mind, that, unless the foregoing 
ponies: with respect to the delivery of the office copy 

adopted, an extension of the time for filing the pri 


Be 


will only tend still further to oe | the delivery of the 
office copy ; for, as has been already shown, under the 
resent t, an office copy is not 
y the plaintiff until within forty-eight houts @fteF 
the print is filed, 
hese observations are the result of our own cons 


sideration of the Order of the 6th March, 1860, 

are suggested by the inconveniences known to be 

perienced in the endeayour to comply with 

ok Even if those orders Let 
, an e@ provisions suggested substi 

we think that the variations w we have 

will commend themselves to the judges of 


and be regarded by every practitioner as very desirable, 


Ba EGe 
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and such as will more conveniently effect the object 
contemplated by the provisions for printing answers in 
Chancery. 





THE BANKRUPTCY BILL—IMPRISONMENT FOR 
DEBT. 


In a previous article we traced the origin of imprison- 
ment for debt back to the Roman Law of Debtor and 
Creditor, and showed that, although the policy of a 
cessio bonorum sufficing to cancel a debtor's obligations 
was known in theory if not in practice to the Roman 
jurisconsults, yet its adoption by the legislators of this 
country is of modern date. About the time of Henry 
III. and Edward I., indeed, the civil law acquired some 
credit in England. The close alliance that sprung up 
between the civilians and the canonists, soon, however, 
excited the jealousy of Westminster Hall; and the 
Roman jurisprudence not only was rejected, but became 
obnoxious. 

The evils thus engendered at length imperatively 
demanded some alleviation—jail deliveries of debtors by 
special Acts of Parliament were the first and rudest at- 
tempts. The earliest of these Acts was 22 & 23 Chas. 
2, c. 20, a.v. 1670. The preamble of this Act, describ- 
ing the mischiefs it was intended to remedy, inform us 
that it was passed “forasmuch as very many persons 
now detained in prison are miserably impoverished, 
either by reason of the late unhappy times, the sad and 

fire, their own misfortunes or otherwise, so as 
yo le totally disabled to give any satisfaction to their 
itors, and so become, without advantage to any, 
a charge and burden to the kingdom, and by noisome- 
ness may become the occasion of pestilence and conta- 
gious disorders, &c.” The next step in advance was the 
enactment of temporary Insolvent Acts, of which kind 
2 Geo. 2, c. 22, a.p. 1728, is the earliest in date. The 
first nent Insolvent Act followed in a.p. 1758, 
name rh 32 Geo. 2, c. 28, called the Lords’ Act. From 
that date to the present the subject of Bankruptcy and 
Insolvency has furnished an exhaustless mine of legisla- 
tion. But both arrest on mesne process and arrest in 
execution (or on final process) with the natural though 
not necessary uence of imprisonment, were left un- 
touched, until in the year 1838, in accordance with the 
views’ embodied in the Report of the Common Law 
Commissioners of 1832, arrest on mesne process was 
abolished. In 1851, by the Absconding Debtors’ Arrest 
Act, authority was — to commissioners of bank- 
ruptey and judges of the county courts to t war- 
rants for the aivest of debtors ecenialy from England 
previous to final process. 

With this exception imprisonment for debt can now 
only take place on final process, or under the — 
invested in the Insolvent Commissioners and County 
Court Judges. The ents advanced by Mr. Law, 
the present Chief Commissioner of the Insolvent Court, 
and others who uphold the retention of imprisonment 
as the just and natural consequence of debt, may be 

itomised as follows:—On grounds of moral justice, 
1. Aman who has obtained on credit the property of others, 
and is unable to restore it, or is desirous to be excused 
from doing so, must be rded as having entered a 
jaded guilty, and standing thus confessed a pecuniary 

, should be treated with summary justice. 

2. Imy ent is the fitting punishment for crime. 
To obtain credit on fraudulent pretences is a criminal 
act, and is justly punished as such. 3. It is unjust to 
reauire a judgment creditor to prove fraud on the part 
of the debtor. Every debtor should be considered 
prima facie to have pleaded guilty to the whole indict- 
and previous to the establishment of a claim for 

, all debtors should be treated on an equality. 

4. It is not practicable to ascertain the comparative in- 
nocence or guilt of a debtor without a rawrmgs exami- 
nation as to the of his schedule of debts 
and assets. By subjecting al] judgment debtors alike 





to imprisonment, a most powerful incentive is furnished 
them to establish a claim for indulgence by submission to 
such examination, and production of the n docu- 
ments and information. 5. In short, there should be an 
absolute presumption of fraud against every citizen who 
has diminished, or assisted in diminishing, the property 
of another, and who declines the restoration which is 
due, while the admission of the contrary principle 
would aggravate every existing evil connected with 
debt — improvidence, extravagance, selfishness, and 
fraud. 6. After all, the cruelty of imprisonment for debt 
is much e erated. In all cases it is limited in time, 
and where it is wrongful, admits of easy reparation. 
Next, on grounds of social expediency :—1. The abolition 
of arrest in execution will enable a dishonest debtor to 
conceal his personal property with impunity. A defen- 
dant who has covered his visible property with a bill of 
sale feels certain that not one plaintiff in five hundred 
will have the courage to indemnify the sheriff in the 
execution of the warrant, and so expose the 
fraud ; consequently, that officer is successfully 
defied; but let the ca. sa. follow the fi. fa. 
and the debt is paid, or if it is not, still the onus probandi 
will be laid not on the sheriff but on the debtor. 2. 
Abolition will increase facilities for collusion between 
the defendant and a friendly plaintiff, against which 
imprisonment is the solitary safeguard. 3. The bene- 
ficial effect flowing from such imprisonment upon society 
is incalculable, as must appear when it is considered that 
those who go to prison for debt are but a part of those 
against whom process is issued; that those against whom 
process is issued are but a part of those against whom 
judgments are recorded ; that those against whom judg- 
ments are recorded are but a part of those wid am after 
being sued ; that those who pay after being sued are but 
a part of those who pay after legal threats; that those 
who pay after legal threats are but a part of those who 
make reluctant payment in fear of the consequences of 
delay ; that those who pay slowly and reluctantly are 
but a part of those who in fulfilment of the duty which 
they owe to their neighbours are influenced, some almost 
unconsciously, by the knowledge that there is a law 
which will at last visit with the oes of liberty the neg- 
lect of that duty. It is therefore said to be unfair 
to point to the expense to which a judgment creditor 
may be put in imprisoning his debtor, as being so 
much loss to him, often without any corresponding 
gain. The system must be judged as it works on the 
whole, not in detail; yet even regarding it in detail, 
who it is asked, would have the hardihood to deny that 
any individual creditor may not in his own person 
gain more through fear of imprisonment amongst those 
who have paid their debts than he loses by the ex- 
pense incurred in imprisoning defaulters ? 

To test the soundness of this reasoning, it will be neces- 
sary to consider more especially the proposition which 
constitutes the keystone of the whole, namely, that 
fraud is prima facie to be presumed of every debtor. 
The reason why this point is so much pressed is obvious. 
It is to bring debt unde: the head of offences the per- 
petration of which constitutes a breach of those duties 
which are due from every citizen to the whole com- 
munity. For if it is considered as only a question of 
credit between individuals, as the creditor is aware of the 
risk he runs in giving credit, and if he is a cautious man 
will in his calculation take the probabilities into account, 
it is absurd to maintain, that because the speculation 
turns out unfavourably to him that the whole com- 
munity have suffered. It is clear that as far as the 
general body of the community is concerned, it is a 
matter of indifference through what channels the wealth 
of the country flows. And it is idle for any one man 
to assert that the whole community has been injured, 
because he has been disappointed of a particular re- 
flux. Let the transaction be tainted with fraud, and 
its whole nature is at once ch - It is no longer 
an affair of credit between two individuals, to which 
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the doctrine of caveat emptor more or less applies. The 
man who obtains credit by fraud, equally with the man 
who picks a pocket, by extorting from a fellow citizen 
a contribution without his assent, sins against the 
fundamental principles of society ; and inasmuch as any 
citizen might have been his victim, the whole com- 
peas is injured. In the case of simple, or, as it was 
termed by the commissioners of 1840, “honest” debt, 
restitution is acknowl to be sufficient, for by resti- 
tution the debt is expunged. In the case of fraudulent 
debt, society is likewise a creditor, but one whose claims 
cannot be satisfied by simple restitution, and it justly 
requires its debtor to pay in person. The bare fact of the 
restitution being made in part, or not at all, cannot alter 
the original nature of the offence, so as to lift it into a 
higher category. Its essence remains the same. It 
is, therefore, because imprisonment for simple debt is 
felt to be a punishment in excess of the offence, if it be 
one, that the advocates of this doctrine are driven to 
eassert that fraud is to be imputed to every debtor. 
No doubt, the expediency of such a course can be sup- 
ported on the spurious argument of the advantages 
thus obtained in assisting the elucidation of the truth ; 
but the same plea with equal force could be brought for- 
ward in favour of torture as well as imprisonment 
of the person. By the present mode of proceeding the 
innocent are punished for a better security against the 
escape of the guilty. ‘The punishment suitable to a 
higher offence is awarded on confession of the lesser, 
and that in direct opposition to the whole policy of our 
laws, which allows no man to be treated as guilty until 
actually found so. For those exceptional cases where 
the Legislature, when creating an offence, has enacted 
that certain specified facts shall be taken as an admis- 
sion, unless the accused can show that he is innocent, 
are irrelevant to the present question. 

Another objection to imprisonment for debt is its 
inequality. Upon the fraudulent debtor it presses 
with comparative lightness. Upon the honest debtor 
it casts a stigma in proportion to his previous respect- 
ability. Not only is the imprisoned debtor debarred 
from obtaining the extinguishment of the debt by his 
own exertions, but his moral condition is deteriorated 
to the detriment of society. ‘The present arrange- 
ments,” says the chaplain of the Northampton jail, 
“for debtors in our prisons are most objection- 
able —to keep a number of them associated in 
a state of involuntary idleness cannot but be at- 
tended with most injurious results both to morals and 
good order. I trust the time is not far distant when 
none but those debtors who have been guilty of fraud, 
or contempt of court, will be committed to prison; and 
these might be subjected to the yeneral discipline of the 
jail.” In addition is to be considered the large outlay 
required from the country for their detention, averaging 
from £20 to £50 a-head, per anrium, and as a large 
portion of the expense thus incurred is of a permanent 
nature, without reference to the actual number of com- 
mitments, nothing less than the total abolition of im- 
prisonment for debt can obviate the necessity of pro- 
viding sufficient accommodation for any contingency— 
a matter of no slight consideration when it is considered 
that the number of persons incarcerated for debt, or on 
civil process, in Eng and and Wales was in 1854, 9677; 
in 1855, 11,245; in 1856, 11,406; in 1857, 14,339; 
in 1858, 16,620; (or 11:9 per cent. of the whole com- 
mitments to ape in that year) making a total in the 
five years of 63,287 ; the total of the five years previous, 
namely, from 1849 to 1853, having been 42,219, being an 
increase’ in ten years of 50.2 per cent., while in the same 
pene imprisonment for crime has decreased 2.9 per cent. 

his large and steady increase mainly arises from the 
sem of the County Courts Acts—which, while 
they give no direct powers to the creditor to arrest and 
imprison for debt, authorise the judge to commit for 
any period not exceeding forty days, any man who 
re or neglects to pay a debt or damages after judg- 





ment cbtained—the number of re-commitments being un- 
limited. In spite of the anxious care and supervision exer- 
cised by the judges, the results are somewhat ing. 
serene to the report of the Inspectors of Prisons 
just issued, in one year no less than sixty-one prisoners were 
confined in the Bedford Jail, at the suit of two hawkers 
alone—we will quote a few of the instances mentioned. 
1. A debtor committed for non-payment of 17s. 8d., 
the original debt being 7s. 6d. of which 3s. 6d. had 
been paid for a dress supplied five years before, withouf 
his knowledge, to his daughter, then only twelve years 
of age. 2. Debt and costs £4 5s. 6d., original debt 
£2 7s. 6d., of which £1 2s. had been paid—the debtor 
had been in prison for the same debt seven times pre- 
viously. 3. Debt and costs 11s. 1d. for a shawl left 
with debtor’s daughter sixteen years of age; prisoner 
was not at home when the shawl was left, and was taken 
from his work to jail. 4. A female debtor, grag ie ~ 
of age, debt and costs 18s. 4d., original debt 10s. 4d., for 
a shawl bought by her five years previously. 

By the 22 & 23 Vict. c. 57, some limit was put to the 
power of imprisonment by judges of the county court; 
but the real blot was left untouched. And we may fairly 
enquire, if this is the present state of things under the 
County Courts Acts, what will be the state of things in 
future, when, in addition to their present onerous 
duties, the county court judges are saddled with bank- 
ruptcy and insolvency, as contemplated. 

e have taken our examples from the lower walks 
of life, because it is upon those who live by manual 
labour, that imprisonment presses the most heavily. 
It is with these also that debt is most often 
the fruit of misfortune or ignorant improvidence. 
Yet it is not beyond the truth to say, that throughout 
all classes of society, imprisonment has become rather 
an instrument for extortion in the hands of dishonest 
creditors, than a means of punishing fraudulent debtors. 
The Attorney-General proposes to amal, bank- 
ruptcy and insolvency. “ As long,” says Mr. Law, “as 
the law of arrest in execution is deemed essential to the 
interests of the community, the distinction between the 
court which moderates that law and the court which 
administers bankrupts’ estates is as essential as’ the 
distinction between any two jurisdictions in the mac, ool 
If, therefore, the Attorney-General’s Bill sh pass, 
then on the authority of Mr. Law himself, the abolition 
for imprisonment for debt, is imperative. For ourselves, 
we can see no necessity for its retention. Let the debtor 
accused of fraud be tried, and, if found guilty, becriminally 
punished. To meet the cases of those deserving some, but 
a milder, punishment, a modification of the system of out- 
lawry might be adopted, subjecting them, though still 
tiving in the veo 8 to _ yee ne Saad — 
ry without inflicting on them the loss 0’ i 3 
It is but just that those who, through their own with: 
ness are incapacitated from fulfilling their civil obliga- 
tions should forfeit, at the same time, their civil pri- 
vileges. A distinction would be made between the 
various grades of innocence and guilt. The unfortunate, 
the reckless, and the fraudulent, would then no 
be confounded together. C. E. J. 

—__—@———_—— 2 
THE BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY BILL, 

Tlie following are further Notes by Mr. Edward Lawrance 
on the above Bill.* 

149. As to persons subject to this Act. 

This clause seems to meet with general approval, though some 
persons still insist, that there is a broad distinction between a tra- 
der whose misfortune may be caused by the defaults of others, 
or by calamity over which he has no control, aid a non-trader 
whose insolvency almost invariably arises from his own miscon- 
duct. Itis suggested that the Court should have a large discre- 
tion in annexing conditions to the order of discharge of a non-tra- 
der, so as to make his expectancies, or subsequently acquired 
property, available. 





* See p, 556, 
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150, This section provides, that all sittings of the Chief Judge 
and London District Court shall be holden in Basinghall- street, 
thereby. recognising the personal convenience of the mercantile 
community. It is suggested that the words “unless the Court 
shall otherwise direct, and subject to any order to the contrary 
by her Majesty in Council,” should be omitted a$ unnecessary. 

154, 155. All the existing acts of bankruptcy, as described in 
sect. 67 of the “Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849,” ought 
to be.retained, If the words “or shall depart from his dwelling- 
house, or otherwise absent himself, or begin to keep his house,” 
be, omitted from this clause, as proposed by the Bill, it will be 
difficult, and may be impossible, fora creditor to obtain the bene- 
fit, of clauses 173, 174, and 175, which provide for personal ser- 
vice on the debtor, unless the Court have power, whensoever it 
shall appear that the debtor is keeping out of the way, to order 
substituted service, either by notice in the London Gazette, or one 
or more newspapers, or otherwise. There is no better evidence 
of the insolvency of a debtor than his departing from, or begin- 
ning to keep, his dwelling-house. 

These clauses ought to be enlarged by making any fraudulent 
grant, gift, delivery, or transfer, of any goods or chattels an act 
of bankruptcy, whether such grant, &c., be made within the realm 
orelsewhere. The clause as it stands is imperfect in that respect. 

156. As to acts of bankruptcy. 
This clause, taken in connection with clause 399, is open to 
rious objection, as it will be practically impossible to obtain the 
assent of three-fourths of the creditors in number and value with- 
in seven days, and for the same reason, it will be impossible for 
the debtor to make the affidavit required; nor should the deed 
under any circumstances be declared void, but only voidable. No 
trustee would act under an assignment executed in pursuance of 
this clause (156), and subject to the conditions prescribed in 
clause 399. 
242. Order and disposition. 

This clause may be usefully extended to every case in which 
a debtor makes an arrangement with his creditors, whether by 
deed of inspection, trust deed, or petition for arrangement. 
The words “at the time he become bankrupt” are indefinite. 
Do. they mean at the time he commits an act of bankruptcy, 
haying regard to the preceding clause as to the effect of levy- 
ing an execution by seizure and sale; or do they mean the 
time of the actual adjudication, if made upon the petition of a 
creditor, or the filing of the petition by a debtor? 

253. Payments when fraudulent, 

This clause, in its present shape, is open to serious objec- 
tion. It imports that every transaction between the bankrupt, 
and any person within sixty days from the filing of the peti- 
tion of adjudication shall be deemed a fraudulent preference, 
except for a reasonable and sufficient consideration to be given, 
or agreed to be given, at the time, so that strictly speaking 
pier but an actual ready money payment would be pro- 


271. As to the rights and duties of creditors’ assignees. 
The objections to the appointment of a creditors’ assignee, to 
the exclusion of the official assignee, have already been fully 


stated. 

272, 273. The rendering of these accounts periodically to 
the, official assignee, and sending them through the general 
post to every creditor who has proved under the bankruptcy 
or the sum of £10 and upwards, would cause considerable 
expense; but if the official assignee be retained, there seems 
to be no reason why he should not after every audit of his 
accounts, at intervals not exceeding four months, send a sum- 
mary of his receipts and payments to all creditors whose debts 
exceed £50. 

292. It is submitted that three months is too short a time 
for the limitation of actions. Six or twelve months would be 
preferable. 

293, If the assignee be required to raise money by way of 
“mortgage or pledge,” and to execute such “ mortgage or 
pledge,” he should not be required to enter into any covenant 
for payment of the mortgage money. 

306. As to proof of debts. 

Having regard to the facilities which creditors, both in 
London and the provinces, now have of making affidavit of 
their debts, without being obliged to attend court for the pur- 
pose, it is submitted sank the ordinary course of torarne sf 

of at a meeting of creditors ought not to be dispensed wi 

nder the existi practice, it is the duty of the solicitor for 
the petition, and it is the right of the creditors present at any 
sitting, to investigate every proof which may be tendered. The 
mischief arising from a relaxation of this rule would be con- 
siderable, and would necessarily be increased if the official 





assignee be displaced, and the creditors’ assignee be the sole 
recipient of such statement. 

e proposal that any clerk, or other person in the creditor’s 
employment, may prove the debt by his affidavit, is open to 
serious objection. The proof of debts cannot be too carefully 
guarded. The rights of bond fide creditors will be seri 
endangered if the existing protections against fictitious 
be withdrawn. 

Another reason for tendering every proof at a meeting of 
creditors is, that the bills of exchange, and other securities held 
by creditors may be exhibited at such sitting and marked, so 
as to entitle the creditor to payment of the dividend on the 
production thereof, such production being, under the present 
practice, indispensable to the payment of any dividend. 

309. It is submitted that it can scarcely be necessary to send 
a list of the creditors who have proved their debts to every 
creditor. Creditors object to the amount of their bad debts 
becoming known, as the disclosure affects their credit. To 
send such a list would also involve considerable expense. 

391, 392. As to change from bankruptcy to arrangement. 

Without questioning the propriety in certain cases, of the 
creditors having the power to stay proceedings in bankruptcy, 
it is submitted that the Court, in the exercise of its discretion, 
should have regard to the character of the bankrupt’s dealings 
and to any charge of grave misconduct which may be brought 
against him, either in the contraction of debts or otherwise, 
which may render it expedient for the interests of public 
justice that the proceedings should be continued in bankruptcy, 
with its consequent publicity. If pecuniary interésts alone are 
to decide the question, and the words “calculated to benefit 
the general body of the creditors under the estate,” are to becon- 
strued with reference to those pecuniary interests, much mis- 
chief may be done. 

457. As to the distribution of estates of deceased debtors. 

It is submitted that the act of bankruptcy should be dis- 
pensed with. It will be difficult to prove an act of bankruptey 
against adead man, and unfair to deprive his representatives of 
the advantages of explanations of a doubtful act of bank- 
ruptcy, which a living debtor has; but apart from this, there 
seems to be no reason why the estate of a deceased insolvent 
debtor should not be administered precisely in the same man- 
ner as that of a living insolvent, with the same facilities to 
creditors. 

It will be a great boon to the trading community. if the 
general law of bankruptcy, as proposed by this Bill, be 
to the administration of the estates of deceased insolvent 
debtors, without destroying the contemplated benefit by re- 
strictive clauses. It is suggested, therefore, that proof of the 
act of bankruptcy provided by clause 460 should be ay 
with, and that proceedings to obtain administration in - 
ruptcy may be taken at the expiration of one month, instead 
of three months. Much mischief may be done by a dishonest 
executor or administrator in the period of three months, 

465. It is submitted that even when rowers | for the ad- 
ministration of an estate of a deceased debtor shall have been 
instituted in a court of equity, the Court of Bankruptey should 
have jurisdiction, if the deceased debtor were a trader. This 
distinction between a trader and nontrader may reasonably be 
maintained in administering the estate of a deceased debtor. 

473. If these clauses are to have any beneficial effect, there 
should be no preferential payment of any kind. The. dis- 
tinction between specialty and simple contract debts, as to 
priority of payment, should be abolished. The estate of a 
deceased insolvent debtor, whether trader or nontrader, ought 
to be equally distributed amongst all his credito 
the same manner as if he were living and male pow 
under this Act. Unless this a be ado, —* is = ly 
clear, that judgment or specialty itors wi ys care 
to claim the benefit of the 465th clause, so as. to exclude the 
possibility of an order for distribution under this Bill. L 

474, This clause seems to provide for a petition for dis- 
tribution being presented by a creditor within three months of 
the decease of the debtor. Is it not inconsistent with clause 
457, which provides that no such petition shall be presented 
within three months of the decease of such debtor, and with 
clause 460, which requires as an ingredient in obtaining the 
order of distribution, proof that such decease occurred more 
than three months before the filing of the petition? 

514. Solicitors. , 

The right of solicitors of the High Court of Chancery: to 
appear and plead, without being required to employ counsel, 
ought not to be restricted to matters administered “in 
chambers.” This right is for the benefit of the suitor, and has 
existed from time immemorial. 
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For many years before the 6 Geo. 4, c. 16, aad May, 1825), 
“an Act to amend the Law relatin ting to kruptcy,” this 
ai of Cie had. been enjoy: bin se and was 

ur 

The 1 & 2 Will, 4, : "56, s. 10 (20th October, 1830), “ an 
Act to establish a Court in Bankruptcy,” enacts that “all 
attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts of law or equity 
may be admitted to have their names enrolled in the (said) 
Court of Bankruptcy, and may appear and plead in any pro- 
ceedings in the said Court, without being required to employ 
counsel, except in proceedings before the said court of review, 
and upon trials of issues by jury.” 

The existing “ Bankrupt Law Consolidation Act, 1849,” 
12 & 13 Vict. c. 106, s. 247, contains a similar provision, 
omitting the words as to the court of review and the trials of 
issues by jury; the court of review having been abolished by 
the 10 & 11 Vict. ce. 102. 

This right was not sought to be disturbed by the “ Debtor 

and Creditor Bill,” brought in by Lord Chelmsford, Lord 
Shrnoalioe on the 7th February, 1859; and the “ Bankruptcy 
and Insolvency Bill,” brought in is Lord John Russell, on the 
16th February, 1859, contained a clause similar to sect. 247 
of the 12 & 13 Vict. c. 106. 

By. the “County Courts Act,” 15 & 16 Vict. c. 54, s. 10, it 
is enacted, “that “it shall be lawful, that an attorney of her 
Majesty’s superior courts of record shall be entitled to be heard 
to argue any question.” 

It is difficult to understand how the dignity of the chief 
judge will be compromised by his being addressed by solicitors 
of high standing and experience. If it be said that in the 
superior courts, with the judges of which the proposed chief 
judge is to rank, barristers alone may address the court, the 
answer is that the Court of Bankruptcy has _ always been con- 
sidered exceptional in its mode of cond and 
that questions continually arise, in which it would be exceed- 
ingly inconvenient, and very expensive, to instruct counsel. 
The respect paid by solicitors to the judge in public court 
would, at least, be equal to that paid to him in chambers. 

By the proposed Bill, the Commissioner of the London Dis- 
trict is to have an increase of £500 salary. Will that increase 
invest him with such additional dignity as to require that 
solicitors should be displaced, and none but counsel be heard 
in court? It is seriously contemplated that the right of soli- 
citors to act as advocates should be dependent upon the 
amount of’ assets within the London district; in other words, 
that within the so-called metropolitan district solicitors should 
not be allowed so to appear; but that if an estate be ad- 
pc in a county court, whether beyond the metropolitan, 

within the London district, or beyond the London district, 

right should remain as heretofore? 

niess, this right of solicitors to be heard, be conceded to 
‘iat suitor, he, whether creditor or debtor, will, at all meetings 
for the bankrupt’s last examination, and for all applications for 
orders of discharge, and in all other cases in which the Court 
may think fit to. sit in. public, be compelled to employ counsel, 
at considerable expense. 

As the Bill now stands, solicitors may appear and plead in 
public before any county court judge, but not before a 
commissioner of a District Court of Bankruptcy. Is not this 
inconsistent ? 

fhe. mercantile community are clamouring loudly for re- 
form, in consequence of the expense attending the present 
administration in bankruptcy; but by this clause that expense 
will be. lar, increased if, in all matters. involving public 
discussions, briefs are to. be prepared, and counsel retained. 


bg ~~ 
> 


The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vacancies, &c. 


Cee 


ROLLS’ COURT. 

Harbin v. Darly.—May, 22.—The only point of* importance 
in this case was an exception taken to an order of: the ‘Taxing- 
master, disallowing certain costs charged by a trustee—who 
was by profession an attorney—for work done by him in exe- 
~~. of his trusts, which partook of the nature of professional 








iis F Honowgr disallowed the exception, and said that the 
‘Taxing-master .was quite right not to let the charges of the 
trustee as a solicitor be mixed up with the performance of his 
duties as a trustee. If a solicitor thought fit to accept the 
office of trustee, he must perform the duties of it just in the 





same manner as any other person would—viz., free of remu- 
nerative costs to himself. The Taxing-master’s order was un- 
exceptional on this point, and the motion to vary it must be 
refused with costs. 


JUDGES’ CHAMBERS, COMMON PLEAS. 
(Before Mr. Justice WILLES.) 

May 21.—Redmayne § another v. Burton, Lloyd, ¢ Co.— 
This was an action by the plaintiffs against the defendants, 
bankers at Shrewsbury, to recover the amount of certain of 
their notes, the halves of which were lost in their transmission 
through the post. 

Mr. Hannen, for the plaintiffs, applied, under 17 & 18 Vict. 
c. 125,8, 87, that upon the plaintiffs giving an indemnity to the 
satistaction of the Master the defendants might be restrained 
from setting up as a defence the loss of the notes, 

Mr. Edye, contra, objected that the application was prema- 
ture, being made before declaration; that the section did not 
apply to a case where only half the instrument was lost; and 
that the plaintiffs were not justified in cutting the notes in half. 

Mr. Justice WrttEs.—The law on this subject was much 
before the Court upon a recent case, and the matter is, there- 
fore, fully before my mind. The application is made at the 
proper time, and the section applies to this case. The k of 
England, acting upon what may be called the law Ps asa 
have always been in the habit of paying on an 
My opinion is that the defendants would: be liable to pay eo 
out an indemnity, as any person taking a half note, would 
take it with notice; but the plaintiffs having offered an indem- 
nity, let it be so. I shall make an order as asked, and if the 
defendants within a week elect to pay, then the plaintiffs shall 
give the indemnity, and give up the half notes to the defen- 
dants, and pay them the costs of the action, and thereupon. all 
further proceedings shall be stayed. The practice of cutting 
a negociable instrument in half was recognized in a late case 
where a person gave a bill to get discounted to a who 
not having succeeded returned it to the acceptor, and he tore it 
in half and threw it on the ground, the two halves were pi 
up and got into the hands of a boné fide holder for value, who 
recovered. 

Attorneys for the plaintiffs, Underwood ¢ Colman, 13, Holles- 
street, Cavendish-square 

Attorney s for the defendants, Fate & Dodd, 32, Bucklersbury, 
agents for Folliott Sandford, of Shrewsbury. 





COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 

May 23 —Ozlade v. The North Eastern Railway Company.— 
At the conclusion of the argument in this case, which was a 
rule for an attachment against certain of the directors of the 
North Eastern Railway Company for disobeying an injunction 
of the Court under the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, in 
continuing to refuse the same facilities for the conveyance of coal 
to the plaintiff as were accorded to other parties, the Lord 
Chief Justice stated that he had received a written communica- 
tion from the plaintiff; and he wished publicly to state that 
moment he found a letter written to him from any party 
was a litigant in a case before him, he made aT 
reading a word more. He did not wish to say anything 
harsh to the plaintiff in the present case; but he felt | it right to 
say that it was a breach of duty for any one who was a party 
toa suit to write relative to his case to the judge who had to 
hear it. The plaintiff was about to make some explanation, 
when his Lordship said, “ Be so good as to let the matter drop.” 





The Lord High Chancellor of Ireland, and the Lord Chief Jus- 
tice of the Court of Queen’s Bench in Ireland, have anneal 
Geo, Humble, solicitor, of Bradford, a commissioner extraordi- 
nary, and also a commissioner for taking affidavits in the Irish 
Courtsof Chancery, Bankruptey, and Common Law respectively. 

Mr. Henry Hime, solicitor, of Liverpool, has entered upon his 
duties as registrar of the Liverpool County Court, his appoint - 
ment having been confirmed by the Lord Chancellor. 


- ——— —>—_—- —_ 
Parliament and L2gislation, 


comes 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, May 22, 
Bankrupt Law (ScorLaNp) AMENDMENT. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
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Petition oF RIGHT. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Thursday, May 24. 
ECCLESIASTICAL CoURTS JURISDICTION. 
This Bill passed through committee with amendments. 
Petition oF RiGurt. 
This Bill was reported with amendments, 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, May 21. 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 


Petitions were presented in favour of this Bill by Mr. Craw- 
ford, from 1,200 merchants, bankers, and traders of the city of 
London; by Colonel North, from Hastings and St. Leonard’s: 
by Mr. Wickham, from the official assignees of the Newcastle- 
on- Tyne District Court of Bankruptcy; by Mr. Beecroft, from 
the official assignees of the Leeds District Court of Bankruptcy; 
also from the official assignee of the Hull branch of the Leeds 
District Court of Bankruptcy; by Sir W. Miles, from the 
official assignees of the Bristol District Court of Bankruptcy, 
and the official assignees of Liverpool; by Mr. Stansfeld, from 
official assignees of the Manchester district, praying to be 
secured the mazimum emolument accorded to them by the Bill; 
by Mr. Gard, from the official assignees of the Exeter District 
Court of Bankruptcy, praying that a clause may be inserted 
in the Bill to the effect that the retiring pension of two-thirds 
proposed to be allowed to official assignees may be calculated 
on both salary and fees, instead of salary alone; by Mr. Craw- 
ford, from messengers of the Court of Bankruptcy forthe Lon- 
don district, against clauses in the Bill abolishing their offices, 
&c.; by Lord Henniker, from Eye, Diss, and forty-one parishes 
within the district of the County Court of Suffolk and Norfolk 
there holden, praying that extended jurisdiction in bankruptcy 
may be given to County Courts in like manner as in insolvency ; 
and by Mr. Murray, from Mr. Charles Clements Brooke, stating 
the circumstances of his wife having a charge on the estates of 
a peer for £20,000; that the estates were released on the peer 
covenanting to pay the £20,000, with interest, when his son 
attained twenty-one; that the peer did not pay, but conveyed 
the estates to his son; that judgment was obtained against the 
peer for the full amount of debt, interest, and costs; that the 
sheriff had been unable to discover property which could be 
made available for payment of the debt; and praying that the 
distinction between trader and non-trader be abolished; also 
from about 200 solicitors of the metropolis, setting forth the 
claims of the messengers, who have held their appointments for 
periods varying from twelve to forty-one years, submitting 
that they ought not to be dismissed without compensation, and 
praying the amendment of the Bill to make it consistent with 
past legislation and the requirements of justice. 


Tuesday, May 22. 

Petitions were presented by Mr. Gard, from solicitors at 
Exeter, praying that the office of messenger may not be abo- 
lished without due compensation to the present holders; by Mr. 
Gore Langton, from the solicitors of Bristol, to the same effect; 
and by Mr. Turner, from messengers in the Manchester Court of 
Bankruptcy, to the same effect. 


York ASsizEs. 


Mr. Deepes, in the absence of Mr. Cayley, asked the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department, in reference to a circular 
lately sent fo the magistrates of the county of York on the sub- 
ject of a division of the assizes of that county, whether he was 
aware that the Common Law (Judicial Business) Commissioners 
(1857) reported against the expediency of removing the assizes 
from York; whether he was aware that in 1858 a memorial 
was forwarded to the then Secretary of State, prepared by a 
committee appointed by the General Gaol Sessions of the county, 
and signed by 309 of the magistracy (169 being magistrates of 
the West Riding), expressing a conviction that the removal of 
any portion of the assizes from York would be accompanied by 
great public inconvenience, and be at variance with the feelings 
of the county at large; and whether he had any objection to 
lay upon the table any recommendation he might have received 
in favour of such change, together with the names or numbers 
of the parties recommending the same? 

Sir G. C. Lewis said he had received representations from a 
very numerous and respectable deputation a short time ago in 
reference to the advantages which would arise from holding a 
separate assize for the West Riding; and he had addressed 





letters to the three lords-lieutenant of the different Ridings of 
Yorkshire, requesting them to ascertain the opinions of the 
magistrates in their respective districts. There would be no 
objection to produce the answers when they were received. The 
correspondence which had already taken place would be pub- 
lished. 

Coroners’ BIL, 


Mr. CoBBErT said that the select committee which had been 
appointed to inquire into the office of coroner, after examining 
several witnesses, came to the determination that it was very 
desirable to introduce a Bill forthwith, embodying their recom- 
mendations. Their. recommendations were—lIst, to make a 
declaration of the cases in which inquests should be held; 2nd, 
to empower the Attorney-General to apply to a judge at cham- 
bers for a rule calling upon the coroner to show cause why he 
did not hold an inquest in any case; 3rd, to give the Home 
Secretary power to make rules for the guidance of the county 
police in giving the coroner information; 4th, to allow the 
justices to fix the salary of the coroner; 5th, to assimilate the 
election of coroner to the election of a member of Parliament; 
and, 6th, to provide that coroners’ jurors should be indifferently 
summoned from the jury lists of their respective counties. 
With regard to assimilating the election of coroner to that cf a 
member of Parliament, he found that there was a difficulty, and 
he had so far deviated from the fifth recommendation as simply 
to propose that the polling should take place on one day and in 
one place, but that the election be conducted as at present. 
With regard to the 6th point, the jurors being taken indifferently 
from the jury lists, he was informed that it would be incon- 
venient to carry that into effect, and, although the clause 
appeared in the Bill, it might either be modified or omitted. 
The great principle of the Bill was the payment of coroners by 
salaries instead of by fees, and as there must be a full discussion 
on the whole subject, he suggested that the Home 
should appoint the second reading of his Bill on the same day 
as the second reading of this Bill. The hon. member then 
moved for leave to bring in a Bill to amend and declare the law 
relating to the election, duties, and payment of coroners, and to 
the taking inquisitions in cases of deaths. 

Sir G. Lewis said he had no objection to the Bill being 
introduced, and he would take care to fix the second reading of 
his Bill for the same day, so that the House might decide on 
both at the same time. He was not converted to the opinion 
of the committee that coroners should be paid by salaries 
instead of fees, and it would be his duty to oppose that pro- 
vision. 

The motion was then agreed to. 


Court oF PROBATE. 

Sir J. SHELLEY rose to ask the First Commissioner ot 
Works when proper accommodation would be provided for the 
Court of Probate, and what steps had been taken to acquire the 
property for which powers were given under the Act of last 
session, and for the purchase of which a sum of £60,000 was 
granted. ‘The present offices were in every respect inconve- 
nient. The accommodation was not sufficient for the gentle- 
man whose business it was to attend at the offices; there was 
not room for the papers and wills deposited, and the result was 
that many of these were dispersed all over the country, while a 
loss of fees to the revenue, amounting to about £15,000 a- year, 
was sustained. By way of remedy for this evil, many very 
valuable documents had been sent to St. Paul’s; but the Dean 
and Chapter would not allow a fire or candle in the room in 
which they were deposited; so that they could only be examined 
during the summer months, and were, besides, being destroyed 
by damp and mildew. It was said that the College of Advo- 
cates asked a fancy price for their property, but Mr. Penni- 
thorne stated that, if the property were bought merely as a 
temporary arrangement, such was the growing value of pro- 
perty in the city of London, that he had no doubt it might be 
sold in five or six years without loss to the Government. It 
was said to be in contemplation to concentrate all the law 
courts on one site, but the House had already had some expe- 
rience of the delay that was likely to take place in c 
out such an object. The Keeper of Records had declared that 
after last Thursday there would not be a room in which a single 
will or fit paper could be placed in a state of safety. This was 
a subject which required the immediate attention of the House. 
Honourable members would not sleep iftheir beds if they knew 
that in consequence of a dispute between the Bees of Works 
and the Treasury the title deeds of their estates might at any 
moment be destroyed by fire. } 

Mr. Cowrer said that the real question was whether the 
Board of Works were prepared to purchase the property that 
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belonged to the College of Advocates. He would shortly give 
the reasons why they thought it better not todo so. The pre- 
sent Probate Registry was an inconvenient building, and it was 
expected that the commission now sitting for the concentration 
of the law courts would recommend some plan for placing all 
the law courts on some convenient and contiguous site. It was 
therefore very desirable that the Board of Works should not 
go to an expense that would stand in the way of uniting the 
Probate Registry with the law courts. The Registry ought to 
be in contiguity to the Probate Court itself, the Divorce Court, 
and the Admiralty Court. He had therefore to consider how 
temporary accommodation could best be supplied. This might 
be done in two ways—either by buying the property belonging 
to the College of Advocates, or extending the present accom- 
modation by means of hiring the houses on the other side of the 
way. He had preferred the latter plan, because it involved a 
saving of £20,000. He should thereby provide seven times as 
much accommodation as was now found in the registry of wills 
and documents, whereas the officers of the court stated that it 
would be enough if they-had five times the present space at 
their disposal. The plan he had alluded to would be much 
more economical, and it would provide every accommodation 
until a larger and more permanent scheme could be adopted. 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY (SALARIES). 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Mr. Bouverte desired some fuller explanation of the finan- 
cial part of the Bill, and what were the prospects of a revenue 
being derived from the Court itself. The Bill placed on the 
Consolidated Fund a charge of £20,000 a year; and dealt in a 
sweeping manner with the existing sources of revenue from the 
Court; and he should be surprised if the rest of the charges of 
the Court were not ultimately thrown on the same fund. The 
new charges of the Court would be £106,000, or nearly double 
the existing charge of £58,000, and while the charge was 
doubled, the sources of income were swept away. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said the commissioners had re- 
commended that the sums for compensation and retiring annui- 
ties should be transferred from the revenue of the Court to the 
Consolidated Fund, and he had sought to carry out that recom- 
mendation in his Bill. He then briefly recounted the chief 
financial details of his scheme as stated by him in introducing 
the Bill, dwelling particularly on an anticipated additional re- 
venue of £60,000 a year from registration fees, averaging 
£10 10s. each, on trust composition and inspection deeds, which 
he now proposed to bring within the range of the bankruptcy 
law, and showed how after abolishing charges, chiefly in the 
shape of per centages on the suitors and of stamps, to the 
amount in the aggregate of £37,000 a year, and relieving the 
income of the Court to the extent of £20,000 a-year, by trans- 
ferring the compensations to the Consolidated Fund, he would 
still have a clear surplus of £15,000 a-year. 

After some further discussion the clauses were agreed to. 


BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved that the House go into 
committee on this Bill. 

Mr. VANCE made some criticisms on the Bill and stated that 
to transfer (as the Bill proposed) the power of punishment from 
the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Courts to the Criminal Courts 
would be apt to defeat the ends of justice, because few credi- 
tors would put themselves to the trouble and expense of pro- 
secuting a debtor. At present the judge had the power of 
suspending or refusing a certificate; but under the Bill he could 
not suspend the certificate beyond the time during which a 
bankrupt was imprisoned. A great many bankrupts would 
prefer the odium and hardship of incarceration to the suspen- 
sion of certificate for twelve or eighteen months. The denial 
of the right of appeal in certain cases was very 
objectionable, as was also the curtailment of the right of soli- 
tors to appear in court. Private arrangements, under certain 
circumstances, were no doubt desirable, but their conclusions 
ought not to be kept secret as at present. The public ought to 
be fully warned of the former defalcations of every bankrupt 
who entered into a private arrangement, in order that he might 
be prevented from starting afresh in another neighbourhood, 
and playing off his old tricks on new customers. He there- 
fore proposed that a certain degree of publicity should be given 
to these arrangements, not at the time when they were origin- 
ally made, but when they were completed. 

Mr. Briscog thought that great injustice would be done to 
the messengers, if their offices were abolished without full com- 


After a few words from Mr. Lysley and Colonel Sykes, the 
House went into committee on the Bill. ta 





Clause 1 was agreed to. 

Upon clause 2, ‘ 

Mr. WALPOLE moved the omission of the words, “ subject, 
nevertheless, to the obligation of performing such duties and 
services as are hereinafter provided.” The effect of leaving the 
words in the clause would be to render the commissioners in 
London, whose functions were to cease, liable to perform duties 
in the country, where the commissioners did not receive the 
same emolument. These commissioners held judicial offices 
under the patent of the Crown, and, in accordance with the 
invariable custom in such cases, such high officers should be 
compensated with a sum equivalent to the full amount of their 
salary, he should object therefore to the subsequent clause pro- 
viding that they should only receive two-thirds of their salary 
as compensation. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL, said the necessity to remove the 
London commissioners arose, not from any complaint of the 
manner in which they had performed their duties, but from the 
defects of the system of which they were a part. It was hardly 
possible to state the necessity for the change without employ- 
ing language which must have given the commissioners some 
degree of pain, but no imputation was intended, and he trusted 
they would accept this public statement of the respect to 
which he considered they were unquestionably entitled for 
having discharged these duties since 1832 with Pgs credit to 
themselves and great advantage to the public. His own feeling 
was that not only would it be a great hardship, but that 
gentlemen would shrink from requiring any one of these 
judicial functionaries who had been long employed in the 
administration of justice in London to go down to some remote 
part of the country for a month or two. He was glad that his 
right hon. friend had adverted to the subject, and he should 
propose to alter the clause so that the London commissioners 
might be liable only to discharge extra duties of the same 
character and quality as now occupied them in London. 

After some observations from Sir F. Kelly and Mr. Mellor, 

Mr. WALPOLE withdrew his amendment, and the clause was 
agreed to. 

Clauses 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, were agreed to, after some verbal 
amendment. 

On clause 8, relating to the appointment of a judge of the 
court, 

Mr. Bowysr said he could not hear a proposal made for 
constituting this court with only a single judge, without entering 
his protest against it. He was convinced that such a system 
was essentially vicious, in that it vested too great a power in 
the hands of one man, which, being inadequately controlled by 
the bar, was always liable to be exercised arbitrarily. He would 
not propose any amendment, because the question he had pro- 
pounded was not yet ripe for discussion; but the time must 
come when the whole of our judicial system would be recon- 
structed by Parliament. 

The clause was then agreed to, as were also clauses 9 
and 10. 

On clause 11, : 

Sir F. Ketry proposed the insertion of the words, after 
judge, “ and such judge, if a Privy Councillor, to be 2 member 
of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council.” 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL had no objection to the intro- 
duction of the words, which he presumed were taken from the 
Testamentary Jurisdiction Act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On clause 13, 

Mr. HENLEY called attention to the circumstance that the 
chief judge was to have a salary of £5,000 a-year, without the 
amount of work he had to do being stated. He should like to 
have some information on the latter point. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL explained that there would be the 
long vacation between the 10th of August and the 26th of 
October, and that, in addition to this, there would be a yaca- 
tion of about fourteen days at Christmas and nine or ten days 
at Easter. 

Mr. HENLEY said it appeared, then, that the aggregate 
number of holydays would amount to about three months, so 
that the chief judge was to have £5,000 for nine months’ work ; 
while another person, who was presumed to be equally well 
fitted for the work, was to have £400 for three mon There 
might be good reasons for the discrepancy, but he confessed he 
could not see them. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said all the more important 
duties would devolve upon the chief judge. During the 
vacation the duties would be such as io 9 be done by a 
subordinate. 

Mr. Murray asked why, in that case, the duties of th 
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deputy should not be discharged .by a commissioner of 
bankruptcy? 

Sir H. Carrys had no doubt the Lord Chancellor would 
appoint one of the commissioners of bankruptcy to perform 
this duty. The chief judge ought to have the same vacation 
as the judges of the land, His right hon. friend (Mr. Henley) 
must not suppose that this sum of £400 would represent an 
aliquot part of £5,000, because the judge, who would sit during 
the vacation, would put aside all the business that was not 
pressing and urgent. 

Sir H. WiziovcHBy said it was time a stand was 
made against these compensations in the Court of Chancery 
and the Court of Bankruptcy. He should take the sense of 
the House against these compensations when the fitting moment 
arrived.. The sum paid as pensions, allowances, and compensa- 
tions to the officers of the Court of Chancery and Court of 
Bankruptcy exceeded the total amount of judicial expenditure 
in many countries in Europe. 

Mr. W. Witu1aMs held that the Commissioners of Bank- 
ruptey ought to have something to do. He used to hear it said 
when these gentlemen got £1,800 as commissioners that there 
was not one of them who made £500 a-year at the bar. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said that the proper time to 
object to these compensations was when the resolutions upon 
the Bankruptey Salaries, &c., Bill was under discussion. It 
was a great mistake to suppose that the Court of Chancery 
was indebted to the Consolidated Fund. If the balance were 
struck, and if the Suitors’ Fund were emancipated fron the 
burden thrown upon it, the Consolidated Fund would have 
£200,000 a-year additional to bear. The accumulated fees 
of the Suitors’ Fee Fund ought to be dedicated to the purpose 
of relieving the suitors from the fees of the Court of Chancery. 

The clause was then agreed to. 

On clause 14, 

Sir F. Kexiy urged that it was exceedingly necessary that 
the chief judge should be appointed before the Act came into 
operation. He wished to know whether it was the intention 
of the Attorney-General to extend the jurisdiction of the 
county courts from £300 to £1,000 throughout the whole of 
England and Wales, with the exception of the London district; 
whether he proposed to give such jurisdiction up to £1,000 to 
the commissioner within the London district; and whether he 
was disposed to consider the propriety of constituting Norfolk 
and Suffolk, the outlying portion of the London district, a 
separate district with a commissioner of its own. 

The AtroRNEY-GENERAL said he would take power to ap- 
point the chief judge immediately after the Bill passed. Thecounty 
courts within the London district, but beyond the limits of the 
metropolitan district, would have the power of receiving any 
bankruptcy up to the extent of £1,000, assets, which the 

i by a majority, might choose to delegate to them. 
He did not see the advantage of giving creditors the power of send- 
ing bankrupts to the London District Court for amounts which 
exceed £300, and were less than £1000, because there would be 
no difference in the mode of administration and very little in the 
amount of fees. His aim was to bring the county courts into 
& state correspondent to the sheriff's courts in Scotland, and he 
did not see that any other more satisfactory mode of local 
administration could be provided. With regard to the sugges- 
tion to furnish certain districts with a local commissioner, it 
was impossible to accede to the proposition, unless they were 
prepared to put the whole provincial administration in the 
hands of district commissioners, 

Mr. Waxroxe said the clause gave power to appoint to the 
office of London District C issi any commissioner of 
bankruptcy or insolvency, or any barrister of twelve years’ 
standing. He wished to have an assurance that one of the 
present commissioners should be appointed. 

The Atrornex-GENERAL said it was not in his power to 
give the required pledge; but he had no doubt that, if his right 
hon. friend addressed himself to the noble lord at the head of 
the Government, he would receive a satisfactory assurance. 

Mr. Wa.ro xe said that if there were one person more than 
another well qualified to discharge the duties it was Mr. Com- 
missioner Holroyd. He should certainly address himself to the 
noble lord, with a view to obtain the assurance that one of the 
commissioners should be inted. 

Mr. Bouventr advised insertion of a specific clause to 
effect the object. 

Mr. Hustxy hoped that his right hon. friend would give 
notice to strike out the clause if he did not receive a satisfactory 
answer from the noble lord. 

The clause and clauses 14, 15, and 16, were agreed to. 

Clause 17 was postponed. 





Clauses 18, 19, and 20, were agreed to without discussion, 

On clause 21, which fixes the salary of the commissioners ot 
District Courts of Bankruptcy at £1,800 a-year, 

Mr. Bouverte thought the original salary of the district 
commissioners, which was £1,500, sufficient. When they were 
made commissioners in insolvency as well as bankruptcy £300 
a-year was added. But the insolvency business had since been 
taken from them, and given to the county court judges; but 
the commissioners retained the higher salary of £1,800. 
He should move as an amendment that the salary of £1,800 be 
limited “to the persons now discharging the duties of such 
commissioners.” 

Mr. Bristow thought the salary of the county court judges, 
£1,500, quite sufficient for the district commissioners of bank- 
ruptcy. 

Sir F. Keixy considered the amendment premature. 

Mr. Witt1ams said the higher salary of £1,800 was in- 
troduced and carried in the House surreptitiously. 

Mr. MELLOR complained of the language employed by the 
hon. member for Lambeth. He did not understand what the 
hon. gentleman meant by the sum fixed as the commissioners’ 
salary having been introduced surreptitiously. He complained 
also of an assertion made by the hon. gentleman earlier in the 
evening that barristers had been appointed commissioners who 
were not earning £500 a-year by their profession before their 
appointment. 

Mr. Witt1aMs had merely stated what, at the time the 
appoinments were made, was a notorious fact. He repeated 
his assertion that the higher salary was carried surreptitiously, 
when the question was under discussion. 

Mr. Cray said if the salaries had been increased the labour 
of the office had been increased also, 

Mr. Hen ey thought if the committee agreed to the amend- 
ment the salaries of the County Court judges would, hereafter 
have to be brought up tothe same level. It ought to be left 
open to consideration whether the successors of the present 
commissioners should have £1,800 or £1,500 a-year. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL believed the ordinary meaning of 
the word “ surreptitious ” would be, that a fraud had been prac- 
tised on the House. On whom did the hon. member for Lam- 
beth fix that charge? As to the salaries of the County Court 
judges, he thought they had been treated in a niggardly man- 
ner. Their duties had been augmented, and they had given 
great satisfaction. The hon. member probably knew men who 
would undertake to do the work for £500 a-year; but the 
salary in such a position should be suited to the talent, the re- 
spectability, and the independence required in it. By the 
amendment the committee was deliberately asked to reduce 
the scale of judicial remuneration; but he should object to 
putting the successors of the commissioners on a lower scale of 
salary than those who now held the office. He earnestly 
entreated those of the committee who were anxious to maintain 
the judicial institutions of the country not to assent to so in- 
sidious a proposal. 

Mr. MALins supported the clause as it stood. 

Mr. A. Satu said the only fault he found with the amend- 
ment was that £1,200 a-year was not proposed by it, instead 
of £1,500. 

Mr. Bristow supported the amendment, believing the 
commissioners would be amply remunerated with £1,500 
a- year. 
The committee divided on Mr. Bouverie’s amendment, when 
the numbers were— 


Set ee ee a a eae eee ee 
Noes . - . 68 


There being thus a parity of votes, the Chairman gave his 
vote for the “ Noes,” and the amendment was consequently lost. 

Mr. Bouverie appealed to the Attorney-General, seeing there 
had been so close a division, not to persevere in fixing the sala- 
ries at the figure named in the Bill. 

The AtroRNEY-GENERAL declined to make the alteration 
suggested, and observed that there would be ample opportuni- 
ties in future for discussing the question. 

‘The committee then divided on the clause, when the numbers 


were— 
For the clause ame 118 
Agninst it 0s ow ea ee vow! BB 
Majority ..,. «=: 80 
The clause was then agreed to. 
Clause 23 was also agreed to. 


On Clause 24, 

Mr, Bouvente said that the proviso in this clause raised the 
question whether the bankruptcy jurisdiction should be in- 
trusted to the County Court judges. This subject had been 
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carefully considered six years ago by a commission, at the head 
of which was the right hon. gentleman the member for the 
University of Cambridge (Mr. Walpole), and which had among 
its members Sir G. Rose, Mr. Swanston, Mr. M. D. Hill, Mr. 
Bacon, Mr. Commissioner Holroyd, and Mr. G. C. Glyn, M.P. 
The commissioners, after due consideration, recommended that 
the transfer of bankruptcy jurisdiction to the County Court 
judges should not be made. They pointed out that there were 
several substantial distinctions between the two courts,—for 
example, that the County Courts were essentially contentious 
and ambulatory, while the Court of Bankruptcy was not essen- 
tially a contentious court, and ought not to be ambulatory, 
because its records and documents ought to be accessible. 
They also urged that the County Courts had only a limited 
jurisdiction, whereas the Court of Bankruptcy had no limit to 
its jurisdiction. He should, therefore, move the omission of the 
proviso at the end of the clause giving jurisdiction in bank- 
ruptcy to the County Courts. 

Mr. WALPOLE, as one of the commissioners, wished to state 
that he had by no means altered his opinion. He was as 
strongly convinced as ever, that to mix up two jurisdictions 
totally distinct, the one contentious, and the other administra- 
tive, involving different questions, would, probably, be to 
destroy the efficiency of the county courts, the judges of which 
would not be able to attend to the new duties imposed upon 
them, whereby the interests of the suitors would suffer. He 
could not look to the present clause without at the same time 
considering clauses 22 and 23. By these three clauses, taken 
together, the committee were asked to establish judges, with 
different rates of salary, and to mix them up together in reg: 
to jurisdiction. Clause 22 established judges of £1,800 a-year. 
By clauses 24 and 25 the new jurisdiction of bankruptcy was 
to be transferred to the county court judges. ‘The judges with 
this new jurisdiction were to have £1,500 a-year, while the 
bankruptcy judges were to receive £1,800. Another class of 
county court judges would only receive £1,200. Such a sys- 
tem could not last for more than two years. In the first place, 
the efficiency of the county:courts would be impaired; secondly, 
their bankruptcy jurisdiction would not be well administered; 
and thirdly, Parliament would have to raise all the other 
salaries to the level of the judges of the District Commissioners 
of Bankruptcy with salaries of £1,800, There was only one 
mode by which they could give satisfaction to the suitors and 
to the public with regard to the payment of these various 
judges, and that was to keep the county court jurisdiction 
entirely distinct from questions of mere administration. For 
these reasons, he should support the amendment. 

Mr. James observed, that the appointment of district judges 
would be liable to grave objection on the ground of expense. 
He thought it very reasonable that the county court judges, 
having already the jurisdiction of the insolvency law, should 
have this other jurisdiction also transferred to them. 

Mr. MonraGue Situ was of opinion that the county court 
judges had at present as much business on their hands as they 
had time to dispose of, and that if the jurisdiction in bank- 
ruptcy were transferred to them, an addition to their number 
would be necessary. As many of them were deficient in that 
education and experience which would enable them to adminis- 
ter the effects of debtors, it would, in his opinion, be preferable 
to appoint mon specially qualified for and devoted to the ad- 
ministration of the Act. ‘The Commissioners in Bankruptcy 
ought, he held, to be ambulatory. 

The SoLicitorR-GENERAL explained that the proviso did not 
bind the Government to supply the vacant places of commis- 
sioners with county court judges, but merely empowered them 
to do soif they thought fit. The exercise of this optional 
power would, of course, be guided by the particular circum- 
stances of each case. In places such as Liverpool, Manches- 
ter, &c., a special judge would be appointed, while in other 
parts of the country it would be found more convenient to 
transfer the office to the county court judge. 

Mr. MALINs said that it was not a question of the compe- 
tency of county court judges to deal with cases of bankruptcy, 
= whether they could do so without neglecting their proper 

uties. 

Mr. Barnes said that some of the petitions which he had 
presented were not favourable to the transference of the juris- 
diction in bankruptcy to the county courts. The Chamber of 
Commerce of Leeds prayed that there should be only one court 
in London, without resorting to the county courts, the jud, 
of which were fully occupied, and many of them not _ 
quately versed in mercantile law. 

Mr. Heapiam said the rojection of the clause would inflict 
the greatest disappointment on the public. His opinion coin- 





cided with that of mercantile men, that there. was not. the 
slightest reason to suppose that the county court judges were 
incompetent to exercise bankruptcy jurisdiction; and as it was 
the undoubted wish of the whole community that it should be 
intrusted to them, he should support the clause. 

Mr. E. P. Bouverie said, that if the feeling were univer- 
sally in favour of the transfer of jurisdiction to the county 
courts, it was not conclusive, because it was their duty to, 
determine what was best for the country, and to set aside the, 
inconsiderate views of people out of doors. But he took issne- 
with the right hon, gentleman as to the universality of that 
feeling. The Committee of the Liverpool Law Society, in a 
report on this Bill, expressed disapproval of any jurisdiction 
being given to the county courts 

Sir F. KeELty suggested that the clause should be postponed, 
till some of the following clauses should have been considered. 

Mr. MELLOR also approved the postponement. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, if it was the general wish of 
the committee the clause should be postponed he would assent. 

Mr. Bouveri£ thought, as he had moved an amendment, the 
clause could not now be postponed. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL then defended the clause. 

The Lorp-ApvocatTeE said, that four years ago the sheriffs 
in Scotland obtained jurisdiction in bankruptey, and the 
success of the experiment had been complete. There seemed - 
to be an idea abroad that there was some mystery in matters of 
bankruptcy which ordinary judges could not understand; but 
this was a mistake. Any judge who was cognizant with the 
ordinary business of a court of law was able to discharge the 
duties of a court of bankruptcy. He might state that in Scot- 
land the cost of proceedings in bankruptcy amounted to 11 
per cent., while in England it was 30 per cent. 

After a short conversation the amendment was negatived 
without a division, and the clause was agreed to. 


Thursday, May 24. 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 


Petitions were presented by Mr. Horsfall from the messengers 
of the Liverpool Court of Bankruptcy, and by Mr. Berkeley 
from the messengers of the Bristol Court of Bankruptcy, com- 
plaining that the Bill provides for their dismissal, but contains 
no compensation clause. A petition was also presented by Mr. 
Ricardo from the Chamber of Commerce for the Staffordshire 
Potteries, praying that provision may be made that the business 
for the Potteries district and Newcastle-under-Lyne may be 
carried on in the district. 





PENDING MEASURES OF LEGISLATION. 
CornaGE OFFENCES. 
Summary of the Bill (as amended by the select committee) 
intituled “ An Act to consolidate and amend the Statute Law 
of the United Kingdom against Offences relating to the Coin.” 


1. Interpretation clause. 

2. Persons counterfeiting the gold or silver coin, guilty of 
a felony in England and Ireland, and in Scotland a high crime 
and offence, and offender liable to be kept in penal servitude 
for life or for any term not less than three years, or to be 
imprisoned for any term not exceeding two years, with or 
without hard labour, and with or without solitary confinement. 

8. Colouring counterfeit coin or any pieces of metal with 
intent to make them pass for gold or silver coin; or colouring 
or altering genuine coin with intent to make it pass for a 
higher coin, a felony in England and Ireland, and in Scotland, 
a high crime and offence, and offenders liable to same punish- 
ment. 

4. Impairing the gold or silver coin, with intent, &c., a 
felony in England and Ireland, and in Scotland, a high crime 
and offence; and offender liable to be kept in penal ser- 
vitude for any term not exceeding fourteen years and not less 
than three years, or to be imprisoned for any term not exceed- 
ing two years, with or without hard labour, and with or with- 
out solitary confinement 

5. Persons in unlawful posession of filings or clippings of 
gold or silver coin in England and Ireland guilty a tbo, 
and in Scotland of a high crime and offence, and li 
to be kept in penal servitude for any term not exceeding seven 
years and not less than three years, or to be impri 


any term not exceeding two years, with or without labour, 
and with or without solitary confinement. 

6. Persons buying or selling, &c., counterfeit gold or silver 
coin for lower value than its denomination in and 
Ireland, guilty of felony, and in Scotland of a crime 
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and offence, and liable to be kept in penal servitude for 
life or for any term not less than three years, or to be imprisoned 
for any term not exceeding two years, with or without hard 
labour, and with or without solitary confinement; and in any 
indictment for such offence it shall be sufficient to allege that 
the party did buy, sell, receive, pay, or put off, or did offer to 
buy, sell, receive, pay, or put off, the false or counterfeit coin 
at or fora lower rate or value than the same imports or was 
apparently intended to import without alleging at or for what 
rate, price, or value the same was bought, sold, received, paid, 
= put off, or offered to be bought, sold, received, paid or put 


7. Persons importing counterfeit coin from beyond seas shall, 
in England and Ireland, be guilty of felony, and in Scotland 
of a high crime and offence, and be liable to the same punish- 
ment. 

8. Persons exporting counterfeit coin shall in England and 
Ireland be guilty of a misdemeanor, and in Scotland ofa crime 
and offence, and liable to be imprisoned for any term not ex- 
ceeding two years, with or without hard labour, and with or 
without solitary confinement. 

9. Persons uttering counterfeit gold or silver coin shall, in 
England and Ireland, be guilty of a misdemeanor, and in Scot- 
land of a crime and offence, and liable to be imprisoned for any 
term not exceeding one year, with or without hard labour, and 
with or without colitery “confinement. 

10. Persons uttering, accompanied by possession of other 
counterfeit coin, or followed by a second uttering, shall, in Eng- 
land and Ireland, be guilty of a misdemeanour, and in ‘Scotland 
of a crime and ‘offence, and liable, at the discretion of the 
Court, to be imprisoned for any term not exceeding two years, 
with or without hard labour, and with or without solitary 
confinement. 

1l. Persons having three or more pieces of counterfeit gold 
or silver coin in possession, &c., with intent, &c., shall in Eng- 
land and Ireland be guilty of a misdemeanour, and in Scotland 
of a crime and offence, and liable, at the discretion of the 
Court, to be imprisoned for any term not exceeding three years, 
with or without hard labour, and with or without solitary 
confinement. 


12. Every second offence of uttering, &c., after a previous 
conviction, shall be felony; and offender shall in England and 
Ireland, be guilty of felony, and in Scotland of a high crime 
and offence, and liable to be kept in penal servitude for life, or 
for any term not less than three years, to be imprisoned for any 
term not exceeding two years, with or without hard labour, and 
with or without solitary confinement. 

13. Persons uttering foreign coins, medals, &c. as current 
coin, with intent to defraud, shall, in England and Ireland, be 
guilty of a misdemeanour, and in Scotland of a crime and 
offence, and liable to beimprisoned for any term not exceeding one 
year, with or without hard labour, and with or without solitary 
confinement. 

14. Persons counterfeiting, &c. copper coin, shall, in England 
and Ireland, be guilty of felony, and in Scotland of a high 
crime and offence, and liable to be kept in penal servitude for 
any term not exceeding seven years and not less than three 
—_ or to be rg meg for any term not exceeding two years, 

with or without hard labour, and with or without solitary 


15. Persons uttering base copper coin, shall, in England and 

a Or fe aieiemnees, and in Scotland of a crime 

, and liable to be imprisoned for any term not ex- 

coting oo year, with or without hard labour, and with or 
confinement. 

16. “Sr sen defacing the coin by stamping words thereon, 
shall, in ar or her Ireland, be guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
in Scotland of 2 crime and offence, and liable to be imprisoned 
for any term not exceeding one year, with or without hard 

17. No tender of wr -dear halaphed frome ened 0 
tendering, liable to forfeit and pay any sum not exceeding fort 
shillings; no person to proceed for such penalty without the 
consent, in or | iodeal of the pm Mg nd or 
in Seotiand of the Lord Advocate. 

18. Persons counterfeiting foreign gold and silver coin,shal 
in sal’ Tehanh, bo bulloy' ef Welony, ead te Sostlaad 
of 4 hi crime and offence, and Viable to be kept in penal 

i for any term not exceeding seven years, and not less 
than three years, or to be im for any 


te 
EL 





and in Scotland of a high crime and offence, and liable to the 
same punishment. 

20. Persons tendering such coin knowing the same to be false, 
shall, in England and Ireland, be guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
in Scotland of a crime and offence, and liable to be imprisoned 
for any term not exceeding six months, with or without hard 
labour. 

21. And for a second offence, shall, in England and Ireland, 
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and in Scotland of a crime and 
offence, and liable, at the discretion of the Court, to be impri- 
soned for any term not exceeding two years, with or without 
hard labour, and with or without solitary confinement; and 
for a third offence, shall, in England and Ireland, be guilty of 
felony, and in Scotland of a high crime and offence, and liable 
to be kept in penal servitude for life, or for any term not 
less than three years, or to be imprisoned for any term not ex- 
ceeding two years, with or without hard labour, and with or 
without solitary confinement. 

22. Persons counterfeiting foreign coin other than gold and 
silver coin, shall, in England and Ireland, be guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and in Scotland of a criminal offence, and liable for 
the first offence to be imprisoned for any term not exceeding 
one year, and for the second offence to be kept in penal servi- 
tude for any term not exceeding seven years and not less than 
three years, or to be imprisoned for any term not exceeding two 
years, with or without hard labour, and with or without soli- 
tary confinement. 

23. Penalty of 40s. or imprisonment on persons having 
more than five pieces of such counterfeit foreign coin in their 
possession. 

24. Persons making, mending, or having possession of any 
coining tools shall, in England and Ireland, be guilty of felony, 
and in Scotland of a high crime and offence, and liable to be 
kept in penal servitude for life or for any term not less than three 
years, or to be imprisoned for any term not exceeding two 
years, with or without hard labour, and with or without solitary 
confinement. 

25. Persons conveying tools or moneys out of the Mint with- 
out authority shall, in England and Ireland, be guilty of felony, 
and in Scotland of a high crime and offence, and liable to the 
same punishment. 

26. Coin suspected to be diminished or counterfeit may be cut 
by any person to whom it is tendered, and the person tendering 
the same shall bear the loss thereof; but if the same shall be of 
due weight, and shall appear to be lawful coin, the person cut- 
ting the same is required to receive the same at the rate it was 
coined for; disputes to be determined in a summary manner by 
a justice of the peace. 

27. Provision for the discovery and seizure of counterfeit 
coin and coining tools, for securing them as evidence, and for 
ultimately disposing of them. 

28. Thisis a provision as to where venue is to be laid where 
uttering base coin occurs in two counties. 

29. Upon the trial of person charged with any offence 
against this Act, it shall not be necessary to prove the same to 
be false and counterfeit by the evidence of any moneyer, or 
other officer of her Majesty's Mint, but it shall be sufficient to 
prove the same to be false or counterfeit by the evidence of 
= other credible witness. 

. The offence of counterfeiting coin shall be deemed to 
be yet oA, although the coin shall not be finished or per- 
fected. 

31. Any person may apprehend any person committing any 
indictable offence against this Act. 

82. No conviction for any offence punishable on summary 
conviction under this Act shall be quashed for want of form, 
or be removed by certiorari; and no warrant of commitment 
shall be held void by reason of any defect therein, led it 
be therein alleged that the party had been convicted, and there 
be a valid conviction to sustain the same, 

33, All actions to be commenced against any for any- 
thing done in pursuance of this Act shall, in land or Ie 
land, be tried in the county where the fact was commi 
in England, Ireland, or Scotland, be commenced within way 
months after the fact committed, and not otherwise; and notice 
in writing of such action and of the cause thereof shall 
given to the defendant or defender one month at least before 
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sum of money shall have been paid into court after such action 
brought, by or on behalf of the defendant or defender; and if, 
in England or Ireland, a verdict shall pass for the defendant, 
or the plaintiff shall become nonsuit, or discontinue any - such 
action after issue joined, or if, upon demurrer or otherwise, 


judgment shall be given against the plaintiff, or, if in Scotland, 


the verdict shall be for the defender, of if the pursuer shall 
abandon the action, or the court shall dismiss it as irrelevant 
or improperly laid, in every such case the defendant or defender 
shall recover his full costs as between attorney and client, and 
have the like remedy for the same as any defendant or defender 
has by law in other cases; and though a verdict shall be given 
for the plaintiff or pursuer in any such action, such plaintiff 
or pursuer shall not have costs against the defendant or defender, 
unless the judge before whom the trial shall be shall certify his 
approbation of the action. 

34. All offences against this Act which may be committed 
in Scotland, shall be tried according to the procedure of the 
criminal law of Scotland. 

35. In the case of felony under the Act, every principal in 
the second degree, and every accessory before the fact, shall be 
punishable in the same manner as the principal in the first 
degree; and every accessory after the fact to any felony punish- 
able under this Act shall be liable to be imprisoned for any 
term not exceeding two years, with or without hard labour. 

36. Offences committed at sea within the jurisdiction of the 
Admiralty of England or Ireland, shall be liable to the same 
punishments as if they had been committed upon the land in 
England or Ireland, and may be determined in any county or 
place in England or Ireland in which the offender shall be 
apprehended, and in any indictment the venue in the margin 
shall be the same as if such offence had been committed in such 
county or place, and the offence itself shall be averred to have 
been committed “on the high seas.” 

37. It shall be sufficient in any indictment for a second offence 
to state the substance and effect only (omitting the formal part) 
of the indictment and conviction for the previous offence ; and 
a certificate of the indictment and conviction for the previous 
offence, signed by the clerk of the court or other officer, shall be 
sufficient evidence of the previous conviction, and for every 
such certificate a fee of 6s. 8d. shall be paid. 

38. When person convicted of indictable misdemeanour, the 
court may, in addition to or in lieu of the punishments by this 
Act authorized, fine the offender, and require him to find sureties 
for keeping the peace and being of good behaviour, and in cases 
of felony, require the offender to find sureties for keeping the 
peace, in addition to any punishment by this Act authorized. 

39. Whenever imprisonment, with or without hard labour, 
may be awarded for any indictable offence under this Act, the 
Court may sentence the offender to be imprisoned, or to be im- 
prisoned and kept to hard labour in the common gaol or house 
of correction, 

40. Whenever solitary confinement may be awarded for any 
offence under this Act, the Court may direct the offender to be 
kept in solitary confinement for any portion or portions of his 
imprisonment, or of his imprisonment with hard labour, not ex- 
ceeding one month at any one time, and not exceeding three 
months in any one year. 

41. Summary proceedings in England may be under the 11 
& 12 Vict. c. 43, and in Ireland under the 14 & 15 Vict. c. 93, 
except in London and the metropolitan police district. 

42, In all prosecutions in England, conducted by the Solici- 
tors of the Treasury, the Court shall allow the expenses of the 
prosecution ; and in all prosecutions in England which shall not 
be so conducted, the Court, upon conviction, but not otherwise, 
shall allow the expenses of the prosecution. 

43, Act to commence on the Ist of January, 1861, 
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Recent DMecisions. 
Equity, by J, Napier Hiaatns, Esq., Barrister-at-Law ; Common Law, by 
Jamus Srapnsn, Esq., Barvister-at-Law.) 


EQUITY. 
Sonicitor — Dovain Agency — Morre@acor anp Mort. 
GAGEE—PAYMENT OF Mortoaak Monky, 
Wall v. Cockerell, M. R., 8 W. R., 441. 

Tn 3S. J. pp. 133, 187, the cases of the agency of a solicitor 
for opposite parties — vendor and purchaser, mortgagor and 
mortgagee, &c,—-are considered at some length. The present 
case belongs to the same class, A firm of solicitors were the 
confide tial professional advisors of the plaintiff, and were also 





the solicitors of the defendants. In 1853, the solicitors received 
from the defendants (who were trustees) £15,000, which was 
to be laid out on investment.- Of this sum £4,000 and £1,000 
purported to be secured by two indentures executed by the 
plaintiff, which, in the month of September, 1854, were handed 
over by the firm of solicitors to another solicitor.who then 
acted for the defendants. The suit was for the cancellation ot 
these deeds, upon the ground that the whole transaction, includ- 
ing the execution of the deeds, was a fraud on the plaintiff 
by the firm of solicitors—the plaintiff never having received 
any of the money. The Master of the Rolls 

that the real question was, whether the money was paid by the 
defendants to the firm as the agents of the plaintiff; and the 
money having been in the hands of the firm as the agents of 
the defendants, that the burden was on them to prove the pay- 
ment to the plaintiff, rather than on the plaintiff to prove the 
con “Tf.” said his Honour, “ the firm had never been the 
solicitors of the defendants, it could not be doubted ~_ the 


plaintiff, and that the transaction which took place ae 
have been a fraud practised upon the plaintiff, of 
which he would have had to bear the loss.” a 
appears to be no doubt, in this case, that the 

tion of the deeds by the plaintiff had been obtained 
by means of fraud on the part of the firm of solicitors; and 
that the plaintiff never received any of the money. But on the 
other hand, the defendants, so far as they were concerned, had 
paid the money, and had received ‘deeds, professing to be 
securities for the amount, and which were, in fact, executed by 
the plaintiff. There appears to be little question that if the 
firm had never before been the professional advisers of the 
defendants, and had as the agents of the Drag sagt applied to the 
defendants for the money — even though in 

mortgage transaction the firm was in fact the - Saee of the 
defendant—the securities would have been unim 

This case is another illustration of the danger to which clients 
ars exposed in transactions where they are represented by 
solicitors who act in the same matter for other clients having 
opposite interests. As to the appropriation of moneys in the 
hands of a double agent, see 3 S. J. 137. 


COMMON LAW. 


CONSTABLES, ARRESTING WITHOUT WARRANT— VAGRANT 
Act, 8. 6. 


Horley, app., v. Rogers, resp., 8 W. R., Q. B., 392. 


whom they have arrested without, as it is alleged, 
authority. But in the present case, the usual order of 
affairs was reversed, and a constable came into temporary 


trouble for having refused to take a man into custody, even ~— 
the command of the “relieving officer” of the parish. The 

offence the man was alleged to have committed was, that he 
had allowed his wife to become chargeable to the ; and 
the statutory provisions under which the constable was desired 
to act and to take him into custody, were the 3rd “er 6th 
sections of the Vagrant Act (5 Geo. 4, c. 83). By the first of 


these, any one able to maintain his family and neglecting to 
do so, whereby such family or any part of it becomes chargeable 
to the parish, is declared to be an “ idle and disorderly person,” 
within the meaning of the Act, and made punishable accord- 
ingly; and by the second, it is enacted that it shall be lawful 
for any person to apprehend one “ found offending agai 
Act,” and to deliver him to a constable, in order to have 
conveyed before a magistrate: and this section proceeds to 
declare that a wilful neglect on the part of the canstable to 
take such offender into custody, shall be a “ neglect 
and punishable accordingly. The ground of refusal by 
constable in the present case, was, that he was not bound 
act without warrant, where the offence was not apparent to 
own eye. And this view of his duties received the sanction of 
the Queen's Bench, on a case submitted to them by the magis- 
trates before whom the relieving officer took proceedings 


Fe 
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him over to a constable, This case should be noted in “ Oke'’s 
Magisterial Synopsis,” (6th ed.) p. 266, 
No AcTION Lrgs FOR A MERE Trekat—Law or Distress. 
Beck v. Denbigh, 8 W. R., C. P, 392. 
It is a general and salutary principle, that for a mere threat, 
however specific or injurious, no ac 


is done, there is a locus penitentie left by the law, Of this truth 
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ally. taking fixtures in distress; but it appeared in evidence, 
thongh the defendants in point of fact did distrain such 
fixtures (among other things) on the plaintiff's premises, and 
we public notice that they would be sold by auction, and 
Sa afterwards sell them accordingly, yet that the writ in the 
present action issued in the interval between the distress and 
the sale, and, therefore, by reason of the principle above re- 
ferred: to, the action founded on such writ did not lie, “Suppose,” 
said the Chief Justice, “the defendant says, ‘I distrain this 
chimney piece,’ and is afterwards better advised that he can- 
not legally do so, and goes no further, and says, ‘ I am sorry I 
did it, does the action lie?” The counsel for the plaintiff 
submitted that it did; but he was clearly wrong, and so the 
Gonz decided. They seem, indeed, partly to have grounded 
judgment on a narrower ground, viz. that the distress of 
the f fixtures being altogether ill 2 have been set at 
by. the a For, the Court, “ rescous ” applies 
to the case of goods in custodid legis, which fixtures or 
yu illegally distrained, are not; and, consequently, the 
has. suffered no legal injury for which he could sue in 
Bat the principle first referred to, as suggested by 
Chief: Justice himself, appears to be the more satisfactory 
for defeating the action. 
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Correspondence. 


COUNTY COURT COSTS, 

In answer to your correspondent “ Eta,” I beg to say that under 
the 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s, 88, if the plaintiff does not appear, or 
appearing, does not prove his demand, the j may order him 
® pay to the defendant the costs of his attendance, or costs by 
way Of satisfaction for his trouble ; and under rule 88, if at 
the return day of the summons the plaintiff does not appear, 
the judge may in his discretion award to the defendant costs in 
the same manner and to the same amount as to counsel, attor- 
ney, witnesses, and other matters, as if the cause had been 
tried 





The proper course for “ Eta’s” friend to have pursued would 
have been to apply to the judge at the return day of the sum- 
mons for his costs under the above rule. €. C. D. 

Liverpool, May 22. 





SCALE OF COSTS. 


The case of James v. Vane, reported in your Journal 
of: the 12th of May inst., has overturned our previous views as 
to costs under such ci namely, a tender of part, 
and a verdict for an additional sum, but such sum being under 
£20. In the above case, the fali Court of Queen’s Bench 
decided that the costs must be in the lower scale, on the 
ground that the plaintiff had not recovered the sum tendered. 

Your readers will be aware that this decision is directly con- 
trary to Gouch v. Maltby, 23 L. J. Q. B. 385. 

To my mind the late decision is the correct one; for 
if I, as a defendant, am sued for £50, and I honestly 
believe that I only owe £40, I have a right to tender that 
sum before uction, or pay it into cotrt after action, 
and the plaintiff ought to accept it, but of course only pro 
tanto. As regards the £10 nce, if the cause goes On to 
trial, it is at the risk of the costs; but it is clear it is an action 
for under £20, and the costs must be in the lower scale. It 
would be very hard to the losing party if it were otherwise. 

Oblige me ‘by giving currency to these remarks, though I am 
quite prepared to haye my views called in question, 

May 23, 1860, JusriTiA, 

P.S.—It is the word recorer which causes the difficulty, and 
I consider the Court has put the right interpretation on it. 


ENGLISH PROBATE AND IRISH PROPERTY. 

I have taken out probate to the effects of a deceased person, a 
spall portion of which, in the shape of railway stock, is situated 
in Freland; and have included in the sum under which the same 
was sworn, all such Irish property. There was no property in 
Scotland. Upon sending the probate to Ireland, to have the 
stock transferred into the name of the executor, the Stamp 
Gah ceaall in Dablin declined to Cy ew ¥ pep 

wi is necessary for the purpose) until duty be paid on the 
Irish. stock, leaving the executor to obtain a drawback, in 
See rainy Same gee fo Rages: Tenet 





present case is an example. It was an action brought for 





I believe that the Irish Act 21 Vict. c. ee hey, 
this case; the exact provision seems to be made for ¥ 
ing, where the proper duty has been already paid; yet 
denied both in Dublin and at Somerset House; and 
the English property just covers the next Re tag te 
they say that we should have had to pay the same duty 
here without the Irish property as we have paid. Of course 
we should; but that can’t give them the right to claima second 
payment, and in the face of an Act of Parliament; but they 
do so, and assert the reason to be, because the domicile is not 
registered on the probate. But this is not requisite, as there is 
no Scotch property, and it is only where the domicile is in 

and, and there is property elsewhere, that the 

Conformation Act applies. 

I shall be obliged if you can give me your opinion in your 
next number, as I must soon pay the duty, night or wrong, to 


avoid impediment i in the business. 
May 23, 1860, BE. X D. 





NEW PROBATE COURT AFFIDAVIT. 
aha to.me that your short notice of the 4th, sgotion of 


ict. c, 15, is calculated to mislead the as 
you state that the Pog ey form of affidavit.” eo boda 
ward be necessary ’’ to be, used. 
The Act alluded eictnnes Stamp Act, and on a careful 
perusal of the section in question, it will be found that it only 
Spoiien 80 tonatars Suing ster he Spd. of April last, the date of 
the death, and not the date of the application for probate, being 
the point which determines the form of affidavit. 
As the section only imposes probate duty on personal estate 
appointed by will under general powers of appointment, the 
old form of afidavit will of course continue to be used in all 
cases of intestacy. AN ARTICLED CLERK. 
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The Provinces. 





Lerps.—A deputation upon the subject of holding the assizes 
at Leeds for the West Riding of Yorkshire, had. an 
with Earl Granville, Lord President, on the 22nd inst., at. the 
Privy Council-office. The deputation consisted of Sir Peter 
Fairbairn, Mr. W. Beckett, Mr. Edward Baines, M.P., Mr. G. S. 
Beecroft, M.P., the Mayor of Leeds, Mr. Alderman Botterill, 
Mr. Councillor "Barrett, and Mr. W. Marshall. 

We understand that. the solicitors’ clerks in this town are 
agitating for a holiday on Whit-Monday. 


LiverPoot,—The judge of the Liverpool County Court, in 
the case of Anderson v. Broom, has decided that, in cases of exe- 


| cution out of the County Court, goods are bound from the date 


. the application to the registrar to issue the warrant, and that, 

h they were sold for & bond fide consideration, they are 
still liable to be taken, no matter into whose hands, they ‘may 
have come, 


& 
~~ 


Ereland. 


LANDED ESTATES COURT. 

In. Re THE Earu oF GLENGALL.—In this case, after. the 
sale of large estates in ‘Tipperary and Waterford, a sum of 
£10,500 principal, with arrears of interest thereon amounting 
to £7,500, had been allocated out of the purchase-money, to 
meet a certain deed of mortgage executed by the late Earl of 
Glengall, and dated 29th September, 1847. ‘This mortgage 
and judgments collateral therewith, were now claimed, on the 
one hand, by Mr. Anthony Norris, of Bedford-row, ‘London, 
solicitor ; and, on the other hand, by Mr. McDowell, as the offi- 
cial manager, under the ae up Acts, « the ill-fated 
Tipperary Joint Stock Bank e decision of Judge Har- 
greave on these conflicting claims was looked for with some 
interest, as the circumstances are very peculiar. ‘Their nature 
will appear from the following condensed report of the judg- 
ment, delivered «t the conclusion of the arguments:—, 

In 1846, the late Earl of Glengall, being desirous of raising 
a temporary loan of £6,000, negociated ig with the late John 
Sadleir, Solicitor (M.P. for Carlow, and afterwards a Lord of the 
‘Freasury), who had in his hands large sums of money belonging 
to Mr. A. Norris and to other. English clients, and who was.also 
in the habit of obtaining advances from the ‘Tipperary Bank, 
The money was advanced by Mr. Norris, who entered up Jude 
ment against the earl in Michaelmas Term, 1846, Am. whder- 
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standing then subsisted between Mr. Norris and Mr. Sadleir in 
relation to the monies of Mr, Norris and his clients in Sad- 
leir’s hands, and the securities on which they were lent, which 
arrangement (as appears by the evidence of Mr. Norris) 
amounted to this:—that the securities taken should be considered 
as Sadleir’s, whenever upon their general accounts it should 
appear that Sadleir was not indebted to Mr. Norris or his clients. 
Sadleir appears to have been entitled to take the securities as 
his own on paying off all sums so owing. It is observable that 
in spite of the magnitude of these transactions, no written docu- 
ment or statement now exists from which thestate of the account 
at any period can be ascertained : and in the absence of any such, 
it is presumed on one side that at the time of the next-men- 
tioned transaction Sadleir was not at the time indebted, and that 
he had the entire beneficial interest in the judgment of Michael- 
mas, 1846. Lord Glengall, being pressed by creditors, again 
applied to Sadleir, and obtained an advance of £4,500, made up 
of arrears of interest, and costs; and also of other sums paid for 
him or on his account, and for the purpose obtained by Sadleir 
from the Tipperary Bank, his general account with which was 
debited therewith. This transaction was entirely conducted 
by Sadleir, and the mortgage deed was prepared by Mr. Hickie, 
his confidential clerk; but it was taken in the name of Mr. 
Nortis, and bears all the external marks of having been pre- 
pared by Mr, Norris’s own Dublin agent,—the object of this 
deception apparently being to lead Lord Glengall to the belief 
that the mortgage really belonged to Mr. Norris or some of his 
English clients. . . Various facts and considerations lead 
to the conclusion that this mortgage was taken at the time in 
trust for, and for the exclusive benefit of, Sadleir. . . . The 
alleged title of the bank rests upon the fact that the monies 
advanced by Sadleir in 1847 came from the coffers of the bank, 
and also upon the belief of Hickie, founded on his general im- 
pression, that the mortgage was intended as an investment of 
the money of the Bank. It is-impossible to attach any weight 
to this class of beliefs and impressions; and it must be concluded 
that the securities were taken in Mr. Norris’s name as a trustee 
for John Sadleir, and that Mr. Norris was aware of the trust, 
and had no reason to doubt that the real title was in Sadleir. 
It is therefore necessary to consider the dealings of Sadleir 
with this e; for whatever title the two claimants possess 
must be derived through him. The first of these 
transactions is that under which the bank derive their title. 
At the close of 1847, John Sadleir’s account being heavily 
overdrawn, and his brother James Sadleir being anxious to re- 
duce the balance before the meeting of the shareholders, all 
John Sadleir's securities on Irish estates, including this one, 
were sent into the bank, and the amounts due on them placed 
to John Sadleir’s credit, so as apparently to diminish the 
balance — him in the bank books. Now, assuming that 
John Sadleir was owner of the mortgage, it cannot be doubted 
that this transaction alone was sufficient to transfer, and did 
transfer his beneficial interest to the bank. If the bank had 
chosen to adhere to this transaction, the act was irrevocable on 
Sadleir’s part. It is contended on the other side that this was a 
juggle between the brothers, intended merely ti deceive the 
shareholders. Now, a fraudulent transaction will confer no 
rights on the party intending to benefit by the fraud, but 
yet it may confer rights on the party duped; and if mat- 
ters had remained exactly in this position, a clear 
equity would have now existed in the bank inst 
John Sadleir or his representatives for a transfer of this 
security. Unfortunately for the bank their manager was the 
tool and accomplice of John Sadleir; and as soon as the seou- 
rities had answered the purpose of reducing John Sadleir’s 
balance, they were given back. to him, and he made use of 
them in the following manner:—In October, 1848, Mr. Norris, 
at John Sadleir’s request, took the mortgage (made as_before- 
mentioned in Norris’s name), to the London Joint Stock Bank, 
and on the security of a deposit of it and on a promi note, 
borrowed £10,000 for Sadleix's use. This debt was paid off in 
April following, and the mo returned by the bank to 
Mr. Norris. A similar transaction occurred in May, 1849. 
These are mentioned to show that the m was available 
for Sadleir’s purposes only. The next transaction is more 
important. In March, 1854, Mr, Norris, at Sadleir’s request, 
again borrowed £3,000 from the London and County : 
but no repayment being made, Mr, Norris, in 1857, after Sad- 
leir’a Aen mar} the amount himself, and got back the mort- 
gage deed. To this extent his claim is admittedly prior to that 
of the ey gt On the 16th February, 1856 (the 
Sey behee bio found dead), Mr, Norris obtained from 

& memorandum, declaring to secure to, Mr, Norris 
repayment of £6,000, due to him as trustee of a Mr. h- 





by’s settlement, and of £1,400 due on another account, the 
latter should hold the mortgage on Lord Glengall’s estate as 
security for such sums... . It is fully shown that Mr. Nor- 
ris never had any notice, actual or implied or constructive, of 
the claim of the Tipperary Bank. ... The general creditors 
of Sadleir do not come forward to impeach any of the deali 
with the mortgage, and could not do so successfully, for if Mr. 
Norris’s claim were out of the way, the title of the bank as 
equitable transferees would stand unimpeached; and if the 
bank’s claim were displaced, Mr: Norris’s title would be valid. 
In this case the equities are equal, i.e. both valid and binding as 
against him through whom both derive. ... It appears to 
me that the bank, through its manager, knowingly permitted 
Sadleir to deal with this security as his own. On receiving 
the mortgage, and ascertaining that it was made to Mr. Nor- 
ris, they ought to have communicated with him, and obtained a 
declaration of trust for them, or an assignment to their own 
trustees. But far from doing this, they returned the deed ot 
mortgage to Sadleir, and so enabled him to deal with it as his 
own, so that, supposing the legal title of Mr. Norris not to 
have existed, the maxim, “Qui prior in tempore est potior in 
jure,” could not be equitably applied to such acase, The case 
falls within the principles and decision of Rice v. Rice, 2 Drewry, 
73, where the contest was between a vendor claiming a lien 
for unpaid purchase-money, and an equitable or (by 
deposit of deeds) of the purchaser. Kindersley, V.C., held 
that this maxim did not apply, the vendor having handed over 
the deeds to the purchaser, and so enabled him to make the 
equitable morigage, and decided in favour of the 

That was a case of simple neglect. In the present case, if the 
bank intended to preserve to themselves the benefit of the 
securities as against John Sadleir, their neglect was of a gross 
character; for they not merely refrained from calling on Norris 
to assign the mortgage to them, and even from giving him 
notice of it, but they handed the mortgage back to Sadileir, 
and thus shut out the possibility of any purchaser or mort- 
gagee, however inquisitive, hearing of their claim. But fur- 
ther, in this case it may be concluded that the bank intended 
to postpone ‘their claim to any dealing of Sadleir’s with 
the mortgage. Their credit was, in fact, so much 
bound up with his, that the news of his suicide was 
a fatal blow to them, and reduced them to insolvency. It may 
be concluded that they even kept their claim from the know- 
ledge of Mr. Norris, in order that John Sadleir’s means of 
raising money might not be impaired. To use the words of 
Lord Chancellor Napier, in Burmester’s case, “the claim ot 
the official manager cannot be sustained without making this 
Court an accessory after the fact to an odious fraud.” On all 
the facts and reasonable inferences of the case, I am therefore 
of opinion that Mr. Norris is (on behalf of himself and those 
to whom he is liable) under the mortgages of 1854 

entitled to priority over the bank. He is also. enti 
costs properly and necessarily incurred by dim 
the mortgage, and in this Court; but has 
further alleged by him, to hold the mortgage 
security for all sums of money owing to him by 
Subject tothe payment of the claims su 
Norris as above, these securities are to be con 
property of the objectant as the official manager of 
and he is entitled to his costs properly incurred on 
the creditors of the bank. 
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Serjt. Fitzgidbon and Flanagan, Q.C., appeared for the official 
manager; and Serjt. Lawson and Sullivan, Q.¢., for Mr. Norris. 
Rediew. 


The Medical Knowledge of Shakespeare, By Joux CuaRuns 
Buoxnit1, M.D., my London : Longman and Co, 1860. 
Lord Campbell wrote a very interesting and curious beok 

to show the extent of Shak s legal acquirements. Dr. 

Bucknill now presents the d with a work not less learned 

and entertaining, to prove that the immortal dramatist was 

as rs doctor as lawyer. If a jury were compelled 
to upon the issue raised between lout Conpay! 
and Dr, Bucknill, we have no doubt they be 
sorely puzzled in arriving at a verdict. They would 
however, very good on both sides, and be i 
find how much each had to The Lord Chancellor's 
chure has received extensive circulation among members of 
legal profession. Upon the principle of hearing the other 
Ought to listen to what Dr. has to say. 
of Shakespeare will read his book with interest all the 
on account of what the Lord Chancellor has done in the same 
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SIR FORTUNATUS DWARRIS, KNT. 


This gentleman, who held the appointment of one of the 
Masters of the Court of Queen’s Bench, and also that of Re- 
corder of Newcastle-under-Lyne, expired on the 20th instant, 
at his residence in Eccleston-square. He was the eldest son 
of the late William Dwarris, Esq., of Warwick, and was born 
in the year 1786, and was educated at Rugby, from which 
school he proceeded to University College, Oxford, where, in 
the year 1808, he graduated. On his leaving college, he 
entered as a student at Lincoln’s-Inn, by which society he was 
called to the bar in 1811. He subsequently joined the socicty 
of the Middle Temple, where he became a bencher in 1850, 
and where he filled the office of Treasurer last year, when he laid 
the foundation stone of the new library now in course of 
erection in the Middle Temple Gardens. Sir Fortunatus was 
formerly a Colonial Law Commissioner, and received the 
honor of knighthood on the passing of an Act of Parliament 
for the reform of the Colonial Court, which reform he, in con- 
junction with his brother commissioners, was instrumental in 
bringing about; the Act being founded upon their report. The 
subject of our memoir was also an author of considerable repute. 
His treatise on Statutes, their rules of construction, and the 
proper boundaries of legislation and judicial interpretation 
is a work of much merit. It is an authority upon the 
construction of statutes, as well as in reference to the practice 
of Parliament. Amongst other literary productions, we may 
mention a work entitled “ A New Theory as to Junius,” 
which created considerable interest at the time of its appearance. 
Although the names of several gentlemen have been mentioned 
as likely to be appointed to the vacant mastership, we believe 
that the appointment has not yet been made. 








> 
a 


Law Students’ Fournal. 


TRINITY TERM EXAMINATION. 


The >xaminers appointed for the examination of persons ap- 
plying to be admitted attorneys have appointed Monday, the 4th 
and Tuesday the 5th June next, at half-past nine in the forenoon, 
at the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, in Chancery-lane. 
The examination will commence at ten o'clock precisely, and 
close at four o'clock each day. 


The articles of clerkship and assignment, if any, with answers 
to the questions as to due service, according to the regulations 
approved by the judges, must be left with the Secretary on or 
before Monday, the 28th instant. 


Where the articles have not expired, but will expire during the 
term, the candidate may be examined conditionally; but the ar- 
ticles must be left within the first séven days of term, and answers 
up to that time. If part of the term has been served with a 
barrister, special pleader, or London agent, answers to the ques- 
tions must be obtained from them, as to the time served with 
each respectively. 

On the first day of examination, papers will be delivered to 
each candidate, containing questiuns to be answered in writing, 
elassed under the several heads of—1. Preliminary. 2, Com- 
mon and Statute Law, and Practice of the Courts. 3. Convey- 
ancing. 

On the second day, further papers will be delivered to each 

i containing questions to be answered in—4. Equity, 
and Practice of the Courts. 5. Bankruptcy, and Practice of the 
Courts. 6. Criminal Law and Proceedings before Justices of 
the Peace. 

Each candidate is required to answer all the preliminary ques- 
tions (No. 1); and also to answer in three of the other heads of 
inquiry, viz.:—Common Law, Conveyancing, and Equity. The 
examiners will continue the practice of p ig questions in 
bankruptcy and in criminal law and 6 before justices 
of the peace, in order that candidates, who have given their atten- 
tion to these subjects, may have the advantage of answering such 
mada having the correctness of their answers in those 

s taken into consideration in summing up the merit 
of their general examination, 

In case the testimonials were deposited in a former term, they 
should be re-entered, and the answers completed to the time 





Avmission of Attorneys. 


Queen’s Bench. 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
In AND ON THE Last Day or Trinity TERM, 1860. 
(The clerks’ names appear in Italics, and the attorneys to whom articled 
in Roman type.) 
Bessonet, James.—R. Armitstead, Bolton-le-Moors. 
Bigg, Charles Oliver.—J. Kingsford, Essex-street, Strand. 
Chilton, George Horace David.—J. Chilton, Liverpool. 
Clarke, William Benjamin.—E, R. Palmer, Great Yarmouth. 
Collins, John,—J. Atkinson, Whitehaven, 
Drake, Arthur Cranch.—T. E. Drake, Exeter. 
Ford, Wharton.—M. Ford, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Forrester, Gilbert Francis.—R. Spencer, Verulam-buildings ; 
W. Heath, Bishopsgate-street Within. 
Gurrett, Richard Eydon.—W. P. Scott, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
Greenhow, Robert.—'T. Hughes, Wrexham. 
Harman, John.—C. Harman, Chipping Wycombe; W. Pulley, 
Edmonton and High Wycombe. 
Hart, John.—R. Hart, Folkestone. 
Holt, Thomas.—J. Rowe, Liverpool. 
Jackson, Somerville.—C. W. Potts, Chester. 
Jones, Edwin.—W. Mauby, Wolverhampton. 
King, John,—J. W. King, Walsham-le-Willows. 
Logan, Alexander Crosby.—J. S. Robinson, Sunderland. 
Marshall, Edward Field.—J. H. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
Nanson, Henry.—H. Vallance, Essex-street, Strand. 
Parker, Henry William—G, Marshall, Berwick-upon-Tweed; 
R. Jackson, Rochdale, 
Powell, Evan Wynne.—E. G. Powell, Coedmaur. 
h, Maurice Lewis.—W. Griffith, Dolgelly; W. H. Dunster, 
enrietta-street, Cavendish-square. 
Serjeant, Frederick Robert.—J. Serjeant, Ramsey, Hunts. 
Thompson, George.—N. P. Kell, Battle. 
Turner, Sam William—S. W. Turner, Sheffield. 
Wedgewood, James Macintosh.—J. M. Clabon, Great George- 
street, Westminster. 
Wilson, William Richardson.—J. U. Harwood, Clement’s- 
lane; H. Shield, St. Swithin’s-lane. 
Wyatt, George Harvey.—J. H. Hearn, Newport; J. A. Mew, 
Newport. 
APPLICATIONS FOR RE-ADMISSION. 
Last Day or Trinity TERM, 1860. 
Bower, John, Bryn Helen, Carnarvon. 
Robins, Richard John Saltren, 5, Warwick-court, Holborn ; 
Gerrans, Cornwall. 
Last Day oF MicuarLmas TERM, 1860. 
Bower, John, Bryn Helen, Carnarvon. 
Davies, Walter David, 35, Giafton-square, Clapham; and 
23, Finshury-square. 
APPLICATIONS TO TAKE OUT AND RENEW 
ATTORNEYS’ CERTIFICATES. 
Last Day or Trinity Term, 1860. 
Gough, Kedgwin Hoskins, 16, Victoria-square, Pimlico. 
Lapenotiere, William, 5, St. Stephen’s-terrace, Camden- 
street North; East Oxford, County of Oxford, Upper 
Canada; and 18, Great Ormond-street, Bloomsbury. 
13TH JUNE, 1860. 
Bygott, Robert, Congleton. 
‘oohe, Christopher, 58, Pall-mall. 
Drewe, Clifford John, Liverpool; and Rock Ferry, Chester. 
Ellery, Edmund Boger, 21, Devonshire-road, Upper Hollo- 


way. 
med Charles Francis, 3, Cross-street, Hackney-road ; 
and Wray-terrace, Bethnal Green-road. 
Hill, Francis, 21, Alfred-street, City-road; and 16, Owen’s- 
row, Goswell-road, 
Hunter, John, jun., Stamfor d-hill. 
Jeffery, John Rust, Bredfird, Yorkshire. 
Lewis, Thomas, Hythe, Kent. 
Looker, John, Oxford. 
Mortimer, John, Fishguard, Pembroke ; and 36, Cambridge- 
street, Pimlico. 
Reeve, William Napier, Leicester. 
Serjeantson, ‘Nicholas Edmund, Oaks Rock Ferry, Chester ; 
wy 4 and Vicarage, Snaith, York, 
Sneyd, William Debanh, Woodlands, Cheddleton, Stafford- 
ire; Brighton ; and Manchester. 
187u June, 1860. 
Littlewood, John William, 8, Manners-street, York-road, 
Lambeth, and 90, Fetter-lane. 
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Court Papers. 


Court of Chancery. 
SITTINGS.—Trinity Term, 1860. 
Lorp CHANCELLOR. 
‘i Lincoln’s-inn. 
Monday, ay 28 
Tuesday.......+ 29 Appeals. 
Wednesday ... 30...Appeal Motions and Appeals. 
Thursday ...... 31 
Friday, June 1 >} Appeals. 
Saturday ...... 2 


Norice.—Such days as his Lordship shall be engaged in the House of 
are excepted. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS, 
Chancery-lane. 

Monday, May 28 

Tuesday......... 29 } General Paper. 

Wednesday 30... Motions. 

Thursday ...... 3 

Friday, June 

Saturday ......  2...Petitions. 

N.B.—Short Causes, Short Fee Consent Causes, Petitions, and Claims, 
every Saturday. The U: Petitions will be taken first, and 
such petitions must be presented and Copies left with the Secre- 
tary on or before the Thursday preceding the Saturday on which 

it is intended they should be heard. 


Lorps JustTIcEs. 
Me ‘ Lincoln’s -inn, 
y Ma 28 

cules, May 281 Appa 
Wednesday «+» 30...Appeal Motions and Appeals. 
Thursday ...... 31...Appeals. 
aa Petitions in Lunacy and Bankruptcy 
Friday,; .Jqne .1 { appeal Petitions, and Appeals, 
Saturday ..... 2... Appeals. 
Norice.—The days (if any) on which the Lorps Justicss shall be en- 


gaged in the full eg or at the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, are excepted 


1 
l t Appeals. 


Vice-Chancellor Sir RicHarp T. KinDERSLEY. 
Lincoln’s-inn. 
Monday, May . 
Tuesday......... 


Wednesday ... 


General Paper. 
30... Motions and General Paper. 


Thursday ...... 31...General Paper. 
Friday, June 1... Petitions oat General Paper. 
Short Causes, Adjourned Summonses, 
Saturday ...... | and General Paper. 
Vice-Chancellor Sir Joun Stuart. 
Lincoln’s-inn. 
Monday, May 28 


Tuesday........5 et General Paper. 


Wednesday ... 


30...Motions and General Paper. 
Thursday ...... 


31...General Paper. 


Friday, June 1...Petitions pa General Paper. 

Saturday ......  2...Short Causes and General Paper. 
Vice-Chancellor Sir W. P. Woop. 

Lincoln’s-inn. 

one May 38 3 General Paper. 

Wednesday ... $0..<Motions and General Paper. 

Thursday ...... 3 G IP 

Friday, June eneral Paper. 


Saturday ...... 2 serge Short Causes, and General 


Paper 
Queen's Bench. 
Tainity Term, 1860. 
ENLARGED RULES. 
To the First Day of Term. 


Betts v, Menzies and Another (stands over). 
Luce and Others v. The Guardians of the City of London Union, 

Baker and Others, Executors, &c. v. Tynte. 

Watcriow and Others v. Bray, sued, &¢. 

In the moh Hack, in the County Court of Lancashire, .&c., be- 


twoen Josh. Hacking, Plaintiff, and Mary Leo, Defendant. 
pny v. ‘itotiver a and Another, oa 
re George Rose Innes, Gent., one 
In the matter of George White, Gent., one, &o. 
Fed nv, wales Hui Esq. and Another, Justices. 
v. 


H 
The v. The Mayor, &e. of Devon vonport, 





To the 29th May 
The Queen v. The Lords of the Commitee o Her Majo’ Privy Coun 
cil for Trade, &c., and the Warwick and Special Foner} 
(To come on for Argument with Semone te tee Sportal 


Sp. Ca. 


Sp. Ca. 


Dem. 
Sp. Ca. 


Dem. 


Sp. Ca. 
Dem. 


Dem 
Sp. Ca. 


Dem. to Eighth 
Plea. 
Dem. 


SPECIAL PAPER. 
For JUDGMENT. 
=. and Others, Churchwardens, c. Hooper and 


For ARGUMENT. 
Harrison v. The London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Company. 
Murrieta and Others v. Robinson. Standsover. Leave 
to state a Special Case. 
Bennett v. The Great Western Railway Com 


and Wolverhampton ‘ay Company. 
the Queen v. The Lords, 64 of ae ae, 
Council for Trade, to come for argument with 


Dem 

Smith ¢ v. Mundy. 

Sichel v. Watson. Stands over until defendant pleads to 
amended declaration. 

Christmas v. The London and South Western Railway 

Company. 

Evans v. Atwood and Another. 

Shrubb v. Eyre. 

Castrique v. Behrens and Others. 

Schlumberger v. Lister. 

Giles v. Scott. 

Bosanquet vt. Heath. 

Heath v. Bosanquet. 

Jackson v. Saxon. 

Saunders v. Eppe 


{nae Administratrix, &c. v. The Maritime Passen- 


gers Assurance Company. 

The Reagesied Market Company v. The City Steam 
Boat Company (Limited). 

Hewson v. Xenos. 

Molesworth v. Quayle. 

Custance v. Bester. 


Somerville v. Jenkins, 


Clapham v. Langton. 
Somerville v. Mirehouse and Another. 


NEW TRIAL PAPER.—Micuatimas Term, 1858. 


Cornwall. 


Herts. 
Surrey. 
Pembroke. 


Middlesex. 


London. 


Bedford. 
Norfolk. 
Surrey. 


Durham. 


York. 


Northampton. 
Derby 


y. 
Bristol. 
Oxford. 


» 
Gloucester, 


Carmarthen. 


Glamorgan. 
Chester. 


Lyle v. Richards and Others. Stands over till decision ot 
the Court of Error in Reynolds v. Brckley. 


MicHagELMAS TERM, 1859. 
Manser v. Christie and Another. 
Wren v. The Eastern Counties Railway Company. 
Goode v. The South Wales Railway Company. 


Hitary Term, 1860, 
Bickford and Another v. The Royal Mail Steam Packet 
Company. 
Elwes v. Christopher. 
Zwichenbart and Others v. Alexander. 
Simpson v. Young and Another. 
Margetson and Another v. Atkin. 


Coggin v. Levy. 
Lowenthal! v. Reguejo. 
TRIED DURING TERM. 


Joyce v. Joyce, Executrix, &c. 
Johnson v. Tyrrell. 


Easter Term, 1860. 
Fairbank v. Green. 
Bickford and Another ¢. Binning, sued, &c. 
Watkins v. Shepherd. 
Matthews v. Gibbs and Others. 
{ Thompson and Others e. The North Eastern Railway 
Company. 
Barry v. Shipley. 
Kopetzky ve. Rudhall. 
Coleman v. Howard. 
Wright v. Wilkin. 
Jolly ve. The Wimbledon and Dorking Railway Company. 
Stansfeld and Another, Assignees, &c. v. Dyer. 
Potter vc. Fellows. 
Ashworth ¢. Stanwix and Another. 
Suddes, Administratrix, &c. ¢. Ballemy. 
Ward v. The Albert Life Insurance Company. 
Jim Pickard ve. Pilkington, Bart., and Others. 
Pickard v. Isaac and Others. 
Dickinson and Another v. Breffit. 
Mitchell ». Ackroyd and Others. 
Baxendall v. Procter. 
Niemann v. Moss and Others. 
Wiley e. Crawford and Another. 
Wiley v. Crawford and Another. 
Powell ve. Hall. 
Deane ve. Lofthouse. 
Blick v. Balleras. 
Flesher v. Trotman and Others. 
The Queen vr. The Inhabitants of Brailsford, 
Symes ¢. Hutley. 
Cole and Others v. Denny and Another, 
Shrubb e. Eyre ee 
{ Evison e. The Oxford, Worcester, and Wolverhampton 
t Railway Company. 
Dorset e. Muff, 
Thomas e, Rogers. 
Davies, an Infant, ©. Bowen, Clerk, 
Evans v. Thomas’, 
Adshead v, Needham and Another, 
Hall v, Crawford and Another, 
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Tap DuniNe Tekk. 1860. 
Noble v. Le Gros Middlesex. _—_—Pockett v. Wadd (on Affidavit). 
’ Maillepree. Cocher v. Fenn. 
any é v. De 2 i Moon v. = 
‘ 5 *. 
Lor! A. Halahan. ne ». Pryce (on Affidavits). 
da v. Wright. is Kernan v, *Weterer and Another. 
4 London. Laming, Administrator, &c. v. Gourley. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. i Gye v. Hughes. 
Stevens v. Taylor. * Kreeft and Another v. Croker. 
SPECIAL PAPER. me Cotton v. Wood (on Affidavits). 
fb Ferguson, P. 0., &., v. Humfrey and oe 9 rd re — tai % poi oe 
Notice is hereby given that no payments of money into Court can be | Surrey. Whitmore an ers, nees, v. Lloyd. 
received a quarter to three Celok on Saturdays. » Russell v. Sada Bandeira. 
Master’s May 1860. ‘ Fachiri and Another v. Milnes. 
This notice is given in consequence of the Bank closing at three o’clock | Devon. Harris v. Williams and Others. 
on Saturdays. Hants. Dawes v. Hawkins. 
Gloucester. Marfell v. South Wales Railway Company. 
Liverpool. Foxwell v. Thomas 
Common Pleas. Cumberland. Standish v. Carruthers and Another. 
Tainrrr TERM, 1860. Cur. adv. vult. 
Oakley v. Ooddeen. 
REMANET PAPER.—ENLARGED RULES. Wall ©. The W: Hotel Com: 
estminster pany. 
To the First Day of Term. Oxley v. Holden. 
The Colne Valley and Halstead Railway Company v. The Eastern Counties Suse and Another v. Pompe and Another. 
out Ome Eatorn € on ties Rail Compan; p 
afin gr erp intel y Exchequer of Pleas. 
pen ong and Another v. McDowell. NEW CASES.—Tamaer * 1980. 
Delt on ona “Another v. Farrar and others. SPECIAL PAPER. 
Master to Re-) In the matter of T. M. Cattlin, Gent., one, &c.; Cattlin | Appeal. Willett, Appellant ; Boote and Another, Respondents. 
port to Court. §  v. Maitland and Ux. viet Sp. Ca. Wilkinson o. Lowndes, Clerk. ‘ 
- Same v. Same Dem. Farmer and Others v. 
Until applica- Sp. Ca. Barrow v. Tootal. 
tion to Ct. of( In the matter of Nutt v. The Midland Counties Railway | Dem. Wright v. Wright. 


> i is disposed { Company. 


To Fourth day 
of Term om Slipper v. Back. 


after Trial. 
pe Erwin v. Back. 
Until proceed- 
a. in Ct. of Walter and Ux. v, Whitaker. 
posed of. 
DEMURRER PAPER. 


Monday, May 28. 
Appeal from) Pedgrift, Appellant; Chevallier, Respondent. April 23. 
Justices. Remitted for amendment. 
= Hildreth, Jun., Appellant; Adamson, Respondent. 
Case Nisi Prius. Wood v. The Epsom and Leatherhead Railway and the 
Wimbledon and Dorking Railway Company. 


Dem. Gorsuch v. Gone ont det, 
Case by Order. - Docks and ‘bour Board v. Jones and 
Yates v. Nash. 


Appeal ; ae Broad and Another, Appellants ; Glennie and Another, 
Robinson and Another, , Executors, Appellant ; Lord Ver- 


non, Respondent. 
Thonton, Appellant; Betts and Another, Respondents. 


Appeai from ] Guardians, &. of the of — Union, Appellants; 
ustices. — pe new he on - 
nd Canton District Market pany, Appel- 
” lants, Seaton, Respondent. 
Dem. Swindell and Another v. The Birmingham Canal Navi- 
. gation Company. 
Case ¥ Order. Furnivall v. bate 


‘ownsend v 
Den. wo 's Improved naoey Company v. Cooper, Administra- 


—_ is, Morton, Appellant ; Brammer, Respondent. 
Dem. Richardson v. Nash. 

ra Cobham v. Holcombe. 

” Thornhill and Another v. Neats. 


Eason v. Fletcher and Another. 

Jones v. Tapling. 

Appeal from Backhouse, i oe The Churchwardens of 
Case Misi Prins. Sidi Ged Otherk, Aedgnore, Wen ?. Taylor. 

— ay Harris, Appellant ; oo 


Cty. a Ap. 


Wednesday, May 30. 
Shadwell c, Shedwell and. Another, Executor and Execu- 
Dem. trix. 
pas Smith v. The Emperor Fire Assurance Company. 


Todd ov. Flight. 
Case Nisi Prius. Lewis ¢. Mayor, &. of Rochester. 


4 pres | Freeman, Appellant, 7. Reed, Respondent. 


Dem. Smith and Others v. Vertue and Another. 
om Monday, June 4, 
Sarees, “™} Lege, Appellant; Pardoe, Respondent. 
Dem. = The South Essex Gas Light and Coke Com- 
Monday, June 
NEW TRIAL eA hk Hay ee ae, 1860, 
v. Ta apy North and 
London. [a i Paper, to be argued with 


Lockwood ¢, 
Liverpool. Ward and Others »: Nepler, 








Lxchequer Chamber. 
SITTINGS IN ERROR. 
a The following days have been appointed for the Argument of Errors and 
ppeals :— 


Common PLEAs. 
Wednesday, June 18. 
a ’s BENcH. 
Thursday.....+.+..dune 14 Saturday ..........Jdune 16 
Friday seccccecsese yy 15 


EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 
Monday............dune 18 | Tuesday ..........Jdune 19 


Court for Diborce and Matrimonial Causes. 
Srrrines In TRINITY 

Motions will be taken on Wednesdays until dae notice. 

Papers for Motions are to be left with the Clerk of the Papers before 
two o'clock p.m., on the fourth day before the Motions are to be heard, 
exciusive of Sundays. 

The Court will sit at Westminster at eleven o'clock, except on Wednes- 
days, when the Judge will sit in Chambers at eleven o'clock, and in Court 
at twelve o'clock. 


Sittings of the Full Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes :— 





Monday ....++.++++-May 28 | Friday ...... Secece June | 
Tuesday..ccccccccce gy 29 | Saturday ..s.cccsee » 3 
Thursday ..ecssceee 5 31 

aati ciin 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


COCKLE—On May 12, the wife of James Cockle, Esq.. of the Middle 
Temple, Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 
—S May 2i, at Ventnor, I.W., the wife of C.F. Fisher, Esq., of & 


LOVELL—On May 21, the wife of George Lovell, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 


PHILLIPS—On May 22, the wife of William Page T. Phillips, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at-Law, of a son. nomen 


COCKS—WEBSTER—On May 23, Robert Cocks, Esq., of New Burlington- 
street, to Sarah, widow of the late John C. ebster, Esq., Solicitor, 


Beccles, folk. 
PRICE—WILLIAMS—On May 15, T. J. Price, Esq., B.A., of the Middle 
Ke rd to Mala, second daughter of the Rev. Chancellor Williams, 


leg. 
RAWLINSON—VEREY—On May 22, Alfred Rawlinson, Esq., Solicitor, of 
ee Bedford-row, to Fanny Louisa, only daughter of William 
erey, Esq., of Kilburn. 
PAIrTiDGH~PAULI-~n May 17, Charles Bolingbroke ag 
ham, to Elizabeth Jane, third sister of H. P. malt od 
Solicieor, ymouth. 
ARCHER—On May 21, at Dain, ‘Sophia, widow of Henry Archer, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, and da the late Judge Chamberlain. 
BATTY—On May 20, at x the beloved wife of Espine Batty, 
.» Barrister-at-Law, and daughter of the late John Smyly, Esq., 


DW Aion Mav 20, Sir Fortunatus Dwarris, Knt., ¥.R.S., one of the 
of the Court of Queen’s Bench, and a Bencher of the Middle 


ay 14. PT Pa a PS ah le , Solicitor, 
JARVIS—On Sia 20, Stephen Jarvis, Esq,, late of the 
y om jarvis, Esq, Prerogative Office, 


MORLEY—On May 21, Willian Hook Mo the Middle Tem 
Barriter--Law, second atm Daeg So ihe lace oecege 


M .; of the Inner = Series te aoa ‘Vickibee 
VES ay a Tat merece Ri 
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ineclatmed Stock in the Bank of England. 
i fod Navies Miakstay the ethan ies ft be 
Vane e. ihe Patios claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
Posen pone ait Lodge, Northamptonshire, deceased, 
and THomas Pet, Gent., ake at, £512: 10:6 
New Thréé per Cent. Annnities.—Claimed b as Pew, the sur- 


Bravitont, Hewnrerra Jave Euxca Hawkes, Widow, Bretton-hati, York- 
shire, and Richarp Beaumont, Esq., Rutland- gate, Hyde-park, 
#127 : 8 : 7 Consols.—Claimed by HENRIETTA JANE HAWKES 
BEAUMONT, and Ricwarp Beaumont. 

Evetyn, Many Jane, Widow, Wotton-honse, Surrey, and Epmunp Bos- 
Cawen Evexyn, a minor, £526 : 17 : | New Three per Cent. Annuities. 
—Claiméd by Mary Janz Everrn and Epmunp Boscawen EVELYN (now 
of age). 

Gamaaee, Rev. Witt1aM, Incumbent of St. John’s, Fulham, Middlesex, 
£100 Reduced.—Claimed by Rev. WitttaAm Garratt. 

Greenway, Rev, Witt1aM WaiTmore, Clerk, Newbould. Leicestershire; 
Tuomas Lank, Gent., Freame-cotrage, Finch: ey, Middlesex, Brian 

Gent., Halloughton, Leicestershire, Wi) tram Cooper, Gent., 
Great Glenn, Leicestershire, £166 : 0: 6 New Thrie per Cent. Annuities. 
—Claimed by Witt1aM Warrm ore Greenway, and Taomas Lave. 

Hatt, Hasrrkr, Spinster, Ebury-street, Pimlico, £57: 2:10 Reduced 
mew Gu Jer Annuities Claimed y Harner Partuirson, widow, late 

arton Phillipson, dec2 sed (‘ormerly the said Harriet 


tooo’ TLLIA ‘Chatiheinnate, M.D., Dublin, £753 : 6 Consols.—Claimed 
by WitrtAM CuamMBERLain Hoop. 
Srgovts, Mary Any, Spinster, Holy-cross, Westgate, rogge'> g) ore 
Mutter, INGLEBY Tuomas, Gent., Coal Exchange, London, £80: 19: 4 
is.—Claimed by Epwarp Srrouts, sole executor of the said Mary 
Ann Strouts, deceased, who was the survivor. 
Sw. CK, Te THomas, Moh hod Derby, Derbyshire, deceased, 
£1, Dy 19: 11 Consols.—Claim by CHRISTOPHER Bassano, the acting 


—_———- 


Pert of Kin, 
Advértised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere. 
, GEORGE Von & Davip Arnon, who arrived at Liverpool, per 
ampion of the P acshdus $4 4, 1857. Next of kin to apply to Messrs. 
wards, Layton, & Jaques, 8, Ely- place, Holborn. 


Soi 
London | Gazettes. 
WAinding-up of Boint Stock Companies. 


MITED IN BANKRUPTCY. 
Uvnbate May 22, 1860. 

ComPoRation RestaukANT Company (LimiTep),—Com. Evans will pro- 
ceed, on June 14, at 31, Basinghall-street, to make a call upon all con- 
tributories of £1 10s. per share. 

UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 
Fripay, May 25, 1860. 

ArTuEenzuM Lire Assurance SocieTy.—V.C, Wood, on May 9, ordered a 
call of 12s, 6d. per share on all contributories, to be paid on or before 
May to Robert Palmer Harding, Official Manager, 3, Bank- buildings, 


Mixon Ghear Consors Copper Mininc Company.—V. C. Wood, on May 9, 
ordered a call of £1 7s. 6d. oda ge on all contributories on list marked 
A., to be paid on or before June 9, to Thomas William White, Official 
Manager, 13, Old Jewry-chambers, London. 

NatiowaL Bey y Assurance Company.—V.C. Wood, on May 10 or- 
dered a of £3 per share on all contributories, to be paid on or before 
pas By to fo Robart Palmer Harding, Official Manager, 3, Bank-buildings, 


TREVALGa SLATE Company.—V.C. Wood has appointed Frederick Whin- 
neve Accountant, 5, Serle-street, Lincoln’s-inn, Official Manager, May 


Limirep tn Bankruptcy. 
WEEDON AND LEaMInoTon Raitway Company, Liwrrep.—Com. Fane will 
on June 9, at 11, Basinghall-street, settle the list of contributories of 
the said company. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TuespaY, May 22, 1860. 
Wit11aM, Esq., Old Windsor, Berks (who died on Feb. 4, a. 

Long é Daniel, Solicitors, Queen-street, Ramsgate, Kent. Jul Ae 
Biewitt, WitL1AM Jonas, Dyer, Rochester, Kent (who died on March 28, 
1860), ” Shariand, Solicitor, Gravesend, July 20. 
CoventrY, Freperic, Esq., Shirley, Seathooenzen (who died on or about 

Aug. 11, 1859). Pemberton & Meynell, Solicitors, 20, Whitehall-place, 

Westminster. Sep 


Hackman, Jonn Mancuanr, Yeoman, Allingham, St. John-under-the- 
Castle, Lewes (who died on or about March 16, 1859). Auckland & 
Hillman, Solicitors, Cliffe, near Lewes, June ll, 

Morean, Joun, Tailor, 5, Albemarie-street, Middlesex (who died on Jan. 
8, 1860). Thomas, Solicitor, 31, St. James’s-square, Westminster. 
July 28, 

Pou, Joun, Gent., South Stcneham, Southampton (who died on or 
about July 15, 1858). Newman, 4, Upper East-street, Southampton. 


Sutra, Dawtt, .» formerly of Hielsberg, near Dresden, and og hg 
or A. Lomakan ta: Susse and late of 13, Norfolk-stree 
Jane, Middlesex (yao 19, %, sen Rooke. a Pos Par- 
kers, Solicitors, 17, Bedford- rol, diekex. Aug. 
Specx, San..H, Widow, 1, Goldsworthy -place, 73 hinry, Rotherhithe, 
Surre ve of died on or about Jan. 21, 1859). Temple & Windsor, 
4; Bloomfiel: Fag London. June 17. 
Ta Park, Cross, Clent, Woreestershire (who died in 
» 104, New-street, Bi . June $0, 
Warson, ir » Winerae Henay, Knight, 11, Eaton-square, » and 





Suiley-lodge, Bognor, Sussex (who died on March 13, 1860). Nelson & 
Nelson, Solicitors, 11, Essex-street, Strand, = Aug. 
Watson, Sarau, Widow, 29, Aldermanbury. London ‘who died en March 


12, 1860). ‘ton, Solicitor, 48, Finsbury-square. “June 30. 
AY, May 25, 1860. z 
ApAms, GtovGe, Tronmaster, late of Great Barr, and also of We th 


Stafford (who died in or about August, 1857). Charfes Best, 
98, Newhall-street, Birmingham. July 1. 
BRoomFIExp, Georce, Dentist, Scarborough, York (who died on or about 
Sept. 21, 1859). James Townley, Solicitor, Walbrook House, 37, Wal- 
brook, London. July 2. 
Hopéson, Cuartorre, Widow, Findon, Sussex (who died ia Feb., 1360). 
Cerrie & Williams, Solicitors, 32, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London. July 1. 
KEDDEL, Mary, Spinster, Waterloo, near Liv (who died on August 
13, 1859). John Mercer, Solicitor, 8, Billiter-square, Loridon.. 2 7. 
PARKIN, Writ1am, Farmer & Timber 
head, Durham (who died on March 30, 1859.) ” Ingledew &E 
Solicitors, 3, Dean-street, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. July 1. 
Preor, CHarxes, Solicitor, 24, King-s reet, Wigan, . & 
ane n. Solicitors, Wigan. June 15 
SwitH, Harrtet, Widow, formerly of Hielsberg, near Dresden, and id after- 
wards of St. Leonard’s-on-Sea, Sussex, and late of 13, » Sorta ree, 
Park-lane, Middlesex (who died on Nov. 9. ee). i ae Rooke, 
Parkers, Solicitors, 17, Bedford-row, Middlesex. “ors 
Tinpatt, WittraM, Gent., Dover (who died on Nov. 4 "1638, ) Enocker, 
Solicitor, Castle-hill, Dover. July 10. eam 
TuornTon, Hitt, Merchant & Manufacturer, Hounslow , Middlesex, 
and theretofore of Bradford-street, Birmingham (who died in or 





gee 1859). Charles Best, Solicitor, 98, Newhall-street, Ese 
am. > 
TuursuEN, Rosert, Gent., 4, Duchess-street, Portland-place, Middlesex 


who died at Lyons, France, on April 24, 1860). Soyo & Layton, 
Gresham agg 24, Old Broad-street, London, August}. 

Werrr, Mary, S Saint Breock, Cornwall (who died on March 
it 1860). Coode, fe, ‘Shilson, & Con Solicitors, Saint Austell. Cornwall. 


ly 20. 
Wittiams, Joun. Littledean-hill, Gloucester (who died on —e 16 
1860). Carter & Goold, Solicitors, Newham. June 24. 
bE THomas, Yeoman, late of Exeter-row, and heretofore of ley- 
hill, Birmingham (who died in or about December, 1859). 
Best, Solicitor, 98, Newhall-street, Birmingham. July 1. 


Ereditors wader Estates in Chancery. 
Day of Proof, 
urea. May 25, 1860. 
SxinnER, Rosert, Gent., Bishopsgate-street, London (who @ied im Or 


about Jan., 1844). Graseman v. Skinner, M. R. June 25. 
(County Palatine of Lancaster). 
ArtnscoucH, Roser, Licensed Victualler & Coal Merchant, Li al (who 
died in or about Aug., 1849). Ainscough v. Fairbridge thers. 


June 23. 

Grayson, Wit11am, Plumber & Glazier, ~~ (who died in or about 
Noy., 1823), Grayson v. Grayson. June 2 

RepFEagN, Ben, Glass Manufacturer, Liverpool (who died in or about 
Nov., 1857). Redfearn & Another v. Bromley & Others. June 23. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Tvespay, May 22, 1860, 
GreEcory, Toomas LE, Linen Draper, Kingswinford, Staffordshire. May?. 
, E, Caldecott, Warehouseman, Cheapside, London. Sol. Morris, 
6, Old Jewry, London, 

Hoxrsy, Jonny, Joiner & Builder, Clifton, York. April 28. Trustees, T. 
S. Watkinson, Timber Merchant, ‘York; R. Varvill, Ironmonger, York . 
Sols. Messrs. Seymour, 12, Lendal, York. 

Jackson, Joux, & JoHn ANDREWS Lincoy, Worsted Soinners, Leicester 
(John Jackson & Co.) Mayl. Trustees, W. Kay, Wi ler, Brad- 
oes Yorkshire; J. Branston, Woolstapler, Leicester. Sol. Stevenson, 

icester. 

Jonnston, ADAM, Draper, 4, Nelson-terrace, Cardiff, cor: 
May 5. Trustees, W. Cousins, Woollen Merchant, High-street, Bristol ; 
bat ~ ui Shawl Merchant, Glasgow. Sols. Dalton & Spencer, 


Ricuey, THomAs Macavtay, Mantle Manufacturer, 79 & 794., Watling- 
street, London. April 30. Trustees, T. Kelsey, Trim’ Mani 
turer, Witmet-sguate, Bethnal-green, Middlesex; W. Redfern, Ware- 
houseman, Wood-street, London; E. Girdham, Warehouseman, Wat- 
ling-street. Sol. Morris, 6, Old Jewry, London. 

Tuomas, ABraHaM, Contractor, Liverpool. May 8. Trustees, J. Wright, 
Corn Merchant, J. Atkins, Ship Owner, J. Saunders, Merchant, S. Ash- 
croft, Provision Merchant, and G. Towers, Horse Dealer, all of Liver- 
pool. Sol. Yates, 22, Fenwick-street, Liverpool. 

Witman, Joun ApranaM, Brush Manufacturer, 73, Kirkgate, Bradford, 
Yorkshire. April 24. Trustees, A. Willey, Grocer, wey 
ford; J. W. Smith, Tinner & Brazier, Bradford. Sol. Hutchinson, 


Bradford. 
Fripay, May 25, 1860. 

Bannister, Henry, & Sativa Evtzaneru Srewakp, Glass & Tobacco 
Dealers, Oldham-street, Manchester. May 22. Jywstee, J. Steward, 
Accountant, Heaton Norris, Lancashire. Sol. J. Roberts, 2 
Fountain-street, Manchester. 

Cooxe, Epmunp, Tea Dealer & Italian Warehouseman, Oxford-street, 


Manchester. May 17. Trustee, J. Rawson, Public Accountant, 
+ ee a Manchester. Sol. J. Roberts, Solicitor, 42, Fountain-street, 
anchester. 


Goprrsy, James, Straw Plait Manufacturer, Luton, Bedfordshire. 
May 2. Trustees, W. P. R. Southam, Auctioneer, Dunstable, 3 
shire; W. Eames, Plait Dealer, Dunstable, Bedfordshire. 
Medland & Scargill, Dunstable, Bedfordshire. 

Howtway, Wittiam, James GaanaM, & Jonw Gnanam, Drapers & Tea 

alers, we, Chester. May 19. Trustee, J. Holliday, Draper, 
Little Bolton, Lancashire. Sols. Greenhalgh & Hail, Acres Field, 
Bolton, Lancashire. 

Scnorts, Samvuet, & Grorcs Scnorns, Silk Manufacturers, Middleton, 
[se mg (S. & G, Scholes.) May 5, Trustees, C. H. Preston, Silk 

pos i Aeowenes Manchester. Sols. 


td ‘saucer Doron magn, Penaes. 


a eS. Walker). 


t, Manchester; J. 
uae Sons, 44 ax, aod 8 
Watxer, Sanven 
Builders, and Marble i 
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May 12. Trustees, W..Thickett, Banker's Clerk, Nottingham; G. A. 
Walker, Gent., Nottingham ; J. ee Public Accountant, Notting- 
ham. Sols. Freeth, Rawson, & Brow: 

WESTLEY, ey Widow, oven Wellingborough, Northampton- 
shire. April 2 Trustees, J. M. Vernon, Wine Merchant, Northamp- 
ton; S. on Innkeeper, Northampton. Sols. Burnham & Son, 
Wellingborough. 

Bankrupts. 


TurspaY, May 22, 1860. 

Bounp, WILi14M, jun., Corn & Seed Merchant, Hanworthy, Poole, and of 
Paradise-street, Poole. Com. Evans: May 31, at 11; and June 28, at 
1; Basinghall-street, Off. Ass. Bell. Sols. Skilbeck, 19, Southampton- 
buildings : or Aldridge & Harker, Poole. Pet. May 19. 

Coox, Louis, Boot & Shoe Manufacturer, 42, Great Cambridge-street, 
Hackney-road, Middlesex. Com. Fane: June 1, at 11.30: and June 29, 
at 12; tg gy Of. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Burr, 12, Pater- 
noster-row. Pet. May 

Davies, WILLIAM Ae Bog Draper, Cardiff, Glamorganshire. Com. Hill: 
June 5, and July 3, at 11; Bristol. Off. Ass. Miller. Sols. Davidson, 
Bradbury, & Co., Weaver *s-hall, London ; or Bevan, Girling, & Press, 
Bristol. Pet. May 7. 

Ettiott, Henry, Timber Merchant, Ray-wharf, Maidenhead, Berks. Com. 
Goulburn: June 4, at 2.30; and July 9, at 2; Basinghall-street. Off. 
Fa Pennell. Sol. Buchanan, 1, Walbrook-buildings, City. Pet. 

y 21. 

Feroeuson, Joun Stretton, Builder, Nottingham. Com. Sanders: June 

7 & 26, at 11.30; Wag oe ya Off. Ass. Harris. Sols. Parsons & Son, 
Nottingham. Pet. May 18. 

Garpner, Epwarp, Builder & Carpenter, Primrose-hill, Northampton. 
Com. Goulburn : ‘June 4, at 1.30; and July 9,at1; Basinghall-street. 
Off. Ass. Pennell. Sols. J. & J. H. Linklater & Hackwood, 7, Walbrook, 
London. Pet May 18. 

Ginson, Faepenicx, Baker, Tottenham-road, Kingsland-road, also at Balls 
Pond-road, Islington, and also King-street, Turk-street, Bethnal-green, 
Middlesex. Com. Holroyd: June 5, at 2; and July 3, at 1; Basinghall- 
street. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Hilleary, 5, Fenchurch-street. Pet. May 17. 

Grecc, Jonn Ray, Grccer, Whitehaven, Cumberland. Com. Ellison: 
May 31, and July 18, at 12; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker. 
Sols. Griffith & Crighton, Newcastle upon-Tyne; or Musgrave, White- 
haven. Pet. May 19. 

Hotianp, Tuomas, Manufacturer of Hosiery, Godalming, Surrey. Com. 
Evans: May 31, at 1.30; and June 28, at 2; Basinghall-street. Of. 
Ass. Bell. Sols. Parker & Lee, 18, St. Paul’s.churchyard. Pet. May 21. 

Jackson, Georce VERNON, Commission Merchant, 6, New Broad-street, 
London (Jackson & Co.) Com. Holroyd: June 5, at 1; and July 3, at 
12; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sol. Perry, 2, Guildhall- 
chambers, Basinghall-street, London. Pet. May 10. 

Pizzata, Francis Avevstvs, & Matrnew Caartes Greene, Looking- 
glass Manufacturers, 19. Hatton-garden, Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque : 
May 30, at 12.30; and June 27, at 2; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. 
Graham. Sols. Lawrence, Smith, & Fawdon, 12, Bread-street, Cheap- 
side, London. Pet. May 18. 

Pooxey, Joun, Contractor & Builder, Liverpool, and Peterborough. Com. 

: May 29, and June 25, at 11; Liverpool. Of. Ass. Morgan. 


a “& Martin, Orange-court, ‘Castle-street, Liverpool, Pet. 

y 18 

Sampson, Pact, Boot & Shoe Maker, Hythe, Kent. Com. Fane: June 8, 
at 12; and July 6,at 11; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sols, 
Walters & Son, 36, Basinghal'-street. Pet. May 21. 

Wennam,. Witziam, Dealer in Foreign Fancy Goods, 71, Cannon-street 
West, London (W. Wenham & Co.) Com. Fonblanque: May 30, at 


1.30; and July 3, at 12: Basinghall-street. Og. Ass. Graham. Sol. 

' Speyer, 30, Broad-street-buildings, London. Pet. May 19. 

Farivar, May 25, 1860. 

Bewt, ALEXANDER Datrrop_e & Emit Brassenrt, Silk Fringe & Trimming 
Manufacturers & Importers, 7, Goldsmith-street, London. Com. Goul- 
burn: June 7, at Il,and July 9, at 12; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. 
Pennell. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14, Old Jewry-chambers, 
Old Jewry, London. Jet. May 22. 

Hopet, Jonatuan, Silversmith, Watchmaker, Jeweller, & Ironmonger, 


Helston, Cornwall. Com. Andrews: June 8, and July 4, at 1; Exeter. 
Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. Plomer, Helston, or Clarke, Gandy-street, 
Exeter. Pet. May 24. 


Howrer, Witt14M, Ship Joiner & Carpenter, 80, Three Colt-street, Lime- 
house, Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque: June 6, at 1.30, and July 4, at 
12; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Graham. "Sol. Strong, 44, Jewin- 
street, Cripplegate, London. Pet. May 25. 

Hoox, Sternen, Grocer, Cheesemonger, & Draper, Farningham, Dartford. 
Com. Holroyd; June 5, at 2.30, and July 3, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. 
Off. Ass. Edwards. Sol. Nichols & Clark, 9, Cook’s-court, Lincoln’s- 
inn, London. Pet. May 21. 

Jounsox, Joun, & Cuartes Sucktinc Gitman, Boot & Shoe Factors, 
Manufacturers, & Merchants, Red Cross-street, Barbican, London, of 
Hackney-road-crescent, Hackney-road, Middlesex, and of Norwich 
(Johnson, Gilman & Co.) Com. Evans: June 5,at 11; and July 5, at 
12; Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Bell. 
Walbrook, London, Pet. May 22. 

M’Swixey, Evcene, Merehint, 150, Fenchurch-street, London. Com. 
Goulburn: June 4, at 11.30; and July 16, at 12; Basinghall-street. 

<. * aang Sols. Key roux & Bromehead, 91, Cannon-street, City. 
ay 

Parken, Geonce Hype. Grocer & Tea Dealer, 185, High-street, South- 
wark, Surrey. Com. Fonblanque: June 4, at 12.30; and July 3, at 1; 
Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. Graham. Sols. Walter & Moojen, 8, South- 
ampton-street, Bloomsbury, London. Pet. May 15. 

Peany, Micnae., Passe- Partouts Manafacturer, 11 & 12, Bloomsbury- 
market, Oxford-street, Middlesex. Com. Fane: June 8, at 2; and July 
6,at 1; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Levy, 29, Hen- 
rietta-street, Lg = eng Pet. May 24. 

Ropsins, Atrrev, Builder, Newport, Monmouthshire. Com. Hill: June 
5, and July 3, at 11; "Bristol. Of. Ass. Miller. Sols, Blakey, New- 
port; or Henderson, Bristol. Pet, May 23. 

Sexton, Honace Wariine, Builder, Bricklayer, & Carpenter, now of St. 
Andrew’s-hall Plain, Norwich, but late of Lower Westwick-street, Nor- 
wich. Com. Evans: June 7,at1; and June 28, at ll; 4 Basinghall- 
street. OF, An. sone "Sols. Storey, 17, F buildi 
Holborn; or Mendham, Norwich. Pet. May ai, 


Sols. Linklaters & Hackwood, 








TooraL, FREDERICK Henry, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Carlton-buil dings, 
-Cooper-street, Manchester. Com. Jemmett: June 6 & 29, at 12; Man- 
chester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Atkinson & Herford, Norfolk- 
street, Manchester. Pet. May 14 

TyvLer, Rosert Luxe, Wine ‘Merchant, Spalding, ger ya Com. 
Sanders: June 14, & July 5, atll; Nottingham. Off. Ass. Harris. 
Sols. Brown & Son, Lincoln. Pet. May 22. 

West, GrorcE, Mast & Block Maker & Ship Owner, 265, Wapping, 
Middlesex. Com. Holroyd: June 5, at 1.30; & July 3,at 2; Basing- 
hall-street. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. W. Stevens, 6, Queen-street, Cheap- 
side, London. Pet. May 21. 

Witson, Georce, Clock & Watch Maker, & Dealer in Jewellery, Lincoln. 
Com. Ayrton: June 6, & July 4, at 12 ; Kingston-upon-Hull. Of. Ass. 
Carrick. Sols. Brown & Son, Lincoln. Pet. May 23. 

Wirwoop, Tomas, Grocer & Tea Dealer, Neath, Glam 
Com. Hill: June 5, & July 3, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Miller. 
M. Brittan & Sons, Bristol. Pet. May 9. 

MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TuEsDAY. Jfay 22, 1860. 

Asnrietp, WitttAM Toovey, Lithographic & Copper Plate Printer, 5 
& 6, Church-street, Lambeth, Surrey. June 13, at 12.30; Basinghall- 
street.—BENSUSAN, MENAHEM Levy, SamveL Levy BENSUSAN, JACOB 
Levy Bensvsan, & Josava Levy BENSUSAN, Merchants, 6, Magdalen- 
row, Great Prescott-street, Goodman’s- fields, Middlesex (M. L. Bensusan 
& Co.) June 13, at 12; Basinghall-street. — BoTHWELL, SAMUEL, 
Builder, Dorking, Surrey. June 2,at 12; Basinghall-street.—BowDen, 
Mark, Flint Glass & Looking-glass Manufacturer & Glass Cutter, Bris- 
tol (Bowden & Co) June 14, at 11; Bristol—Davipson, Samuet, & 
Apotrn Kavter, Importers of Foreign alg & General Mer- 
heats, 14, St. Mary Axe, London (Davidson, Pfahl, & Co.) May 31, at 

; Basinghall-street—Davies, CuarLes WYNNE, ‘Licensed Victualler, 
bloaslotetine Holborn, Middlesex. June 13, at 11.30; yy 
street.—FREEMAN, GeorGe, & Henry BENTLEY Wrrxon, Lead & G 
Merchants, Blenheim-street, Oxford-street, Middlesex (G. D. Riderioe 
& Co.) June 15, at 11.30; Basinghall-street.—KyYNNERSLEY. WILLIAM, 
& Henry Kynnerstey, Millers, Tatenhall, Staffordshire. June 28, at 
11; Birmingham.—Mereprra, Lewis, Grocer, Hop & Seed Dealer, 
Shrewsbury and Church Stretton, Salop. June 18, at 11; Birmingham. 
—Pearse, Joun, Licensed Victualler & Livery Stable Keeper, Worcester. 
June 28, at 11; Birmingham.—Ptinxess, Josern, Oil & Colourman, 
Liverpool. June 19, at 11; Liverpool. —Srainssy, Peter, Smelter & 
Manufacturer, Salvadore House, Bishopsgate-street, London, and of 
Pontesford, near Shrewsbury, and of Parson’s-greev, Fulham. June 15, 
at 12; Basinghall-street.—STeveNnson, SamueL, Dea er in Yarns, Lei- 
cester. June 21, at 11; Nottingham.—Warwick, Caartes, Fancy 
Dress Warehouseman, 46}, Friday-street, Cheapside, London (Charles 
Warwick, jun., & Co.) June 12, at 12; Basinghall-street —WaTERS, 
EpMonp Tuomas, Merchant & Underwriter, Old South Sea House, Lon- 
don. June 13, at 12;. Basinghall-street.—WeELLDoN, ELizaBEeTu, 
Butcher & Dealer in Meat, Cambridge. June 13, at 11; Basinghall- 
street. Weston, Tuomas, Plumber, Painter, & Glazier, Southampton. 
June 15, at 11; Basinghall-street.—Warre, Marruew, Merchant, Fins- 
bury-square. June 15, at 11; Basinghall-street.—Watrmore, FeLix, 
Brewer, Lambeth. Surrey. June 13, at 1: Basinghall-street.—WILLIaMs, 
Rocer Heskeru Fieerwoop, & Mayson Wixson, Merchants, Liverpool. 
June 13, at 11; Basinghall-street.—Winton, ALEXANDER, Davip WIx- 
ton, & James Wesper, Warehousemen, Wood-street, Cheapside. June 
13, at 1; Basinghall-street. 

Fripay, May 25, 1860. 

Baier, HANsELL, Cabinet Maker, Upholsterer, & Undertaker, Chelten- 
ham. June 21, at 11; Bristol.—Berstey, Ricnarp Georce, Cotton 
Spinner, Cotton Twist & Weft Dealer, Yarn Merchant, Cotton, Thread, 
& Yarn Doubler, Agent, & Commission Agent, Corporation-street, Man- 
chester. June 15, at 12; Manchester.—Conn, Jonn Henry, East India 
& General Merchant, 2, Riches- -court, Lime-street, London. June 13, 
at 12; Basinghall-street.—Craven, Jonny, & Thomas CRAVEN, Glue 
Makers, tothwell, Yorkshire. June 25, at l; Leeds.—Hitt, Epwarp 
E.uis, Merchant & Broker, Liverpool. June’ 19, at 11: Liverpool.— 
Hoxeate, Tuomas, Grocer, Bradford. June 25, at 1f ; Leeds.—-Mever, 
Epwarp Simeon, & Tuomas Grorce Brownsmith, Fringe Manufacturers, 
22, Bedford-street, Covent-garden, Middlesex (Meyer & Brownsmith), 
June 16, at 1; Basinghall-street.—Mitiaz, Ricnarp, jun., & Epwarp 
LamBurn Manns, Wholesale & Export Oilmen, 10, Primrose-street, 
Bishopsgate, London. June 16, at 12; Basinghall-street.—Sneezum, 
Tuomas, Builder, 6, Rupert-street, Coventry-street, Middlesex. June 
18, at 12; Basinghall-street.—Srrincpetr, WILLIAM, & Tuomas Sprinc- 
Bett, Wine & Beer Merchants, 11, Leadenhall-street, London, and 
3, Charlotte-row, Walworth-road, Surrey (Springbett, Brothers). 
June 18, at 1; Basing!:all-street.—Srevenson, Cuagtes, Builder, 6, 
Howley-place, Paddington, Middlesex. June 18, at 2; ing- 
hall-street.—-Stone, Micnarn Joun, Grocer, Abingdon, Berks. 
June 18, at 1; Basinghall-street—Taytor, Witttam HAnnis, 
Stave Manufacturer and Dealer in Timber, formerly of the Square 
Shot Tower, Commercial-road, Lambeth, Surrey, but now of 186, 
Piccadilly, Middlesex. June 18, at 11; Basinghall-street.—~ Varty, 
Josern, Merchant, St. Paul’s-churchyard, London (J h Varty & Co.) 
June 18, at 11; Basinghall-street.—-Wnire, Roserr Dennis. & Jonn 
Grecory, East India Army Agents and Bankers, 11, Haymarket, Mid- 
diesex, and trading with James Fortescue Harrison & Arthur Kay King, 
East India Army Agents & Bankers, at Calcutta (White & Co.). June 
16, at 12; Basinghall-street.—Wricur, Jonn, Corn & Coal Merchant, 
Northampton. June 18, at 2; Basinghall-street. 

CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Turspay, May 22, 1860. 

Brackmore, JAmEs, Builder, Wellington, Somersetshire. June 27, ati; 
Exeter.—Hawks, Pattie, Brickmaker, Kinson Lodge, near Poole, Dor- 
setshire. June 27, at 1; Exeter.—Lanoniver, Cunistorurr, & Josera 
Mipetey, Drysalters, Manchester. June 13, at 12; Manchester.— 
MURnELLS, Tilomas, Stationer, Brighton. JRne 14, at 12; Basinghall- 
street.—Pavia, Cuan.es, Merchant, 51, Lime-street, London. June 
13, at 1; Basinghall-street. 

Faiway, May 25, 1860, 

Boorn, Joseru BaLmrontit, Draper, Elland, York. June 18, at 11; Leeds. 
—Borp, Isaac, Silk Manufacturer, 20, Spital-square, Middlesex, June © 
jo ay 12; ae a. CHANDLER, Kenewm, Builder, — 

oad South, Norwood, Surrey. June 15, at 11; Basinghall-street.— 


Sols. 
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Henry, Plumber, Painter, and Glazier, Paper Hanger, Newent, Glou- Capital £1,000,000 in 10,000 Shares’of £100 each. 


cester. June 19, at 11; Bristol—Unwin, WittiaMm Henry & Josern 
00D, Builders, Henry-street, Limehouse, Middlesex, late of Sheen 
Mount, East Sheen (Unwin & Greenwood). June 16, at 1; Basinghall- 


street. 
To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
Turspay, May 22, 1860. 

BRACEWELL, WILL Cotton Spinner, Coates, near Barnoldswick, York- 
shire. April 97, 34% ard class, subject to a suspension for three month .— 
Keenor, Grace, & Soputa Baitu1g, Milliners & Straw Bonnet Makers, 
185, Fore-street, Exeter (Keenor & Baillie). May 16, 3rd class.—Lane, 
sta Mining Share Broker, 3, Kingsland-place, Kingsland-road, 

m4 and 29, Threadneedle-street, London. May 12, 2nd class.— 
» Lister, Commission Agent & Merchant, Heckmondwike, 
Yorkshire April 27, 3rd class, subject to a suspension for two years. 
—Sumons, GEORGE, & Moses Stmons, Watch Manufacturers, 49, King’s- 
square, -road, Middlesex (G. & M. Simons). May 15, 3rd class. 
—SrerHens, Henry, Innkeeper, Honiton-inn, Paris-street, Exeter. 
May 16, first class.—Witson, Tnomas, Farmer & Commission Agent, 
Wickersley, Rotherham. April 28, third class.—WorraLt, WiLLiaM, 
Grocer, West Melton, Wath, Yorkshire. April 28, 3rd class. 
Fripay, May 25, 1860. 

BAImLey, oe Cabinet Maker, Upholsterer & Undertaker, Chelten- 
ham. May 22, first class—Bowpen, Mark, Flint Glass & Looking 
Glass Manufacturer & Glass Cutter, Bristol (Mark Bowden & Co.) May 
22, Ist class.—Brame, WittiaM Rawson, & Joan Brame, jur., Printers, 
Birmingham. May 21, 3rd class. -Evans, EpDwarp, Draper, Wednes- 
bury, Staffordshire. May 21, 3rd class, after a suspension of 3 months. 
—FREEMAN, Grorce, & Henry BentLeY Wrixon, Lead & Glass Mer- 
chants, Blenheim-street, Middlesex (G.D. Alderson & Co.) May 18, 2nd 
class to G. Freeman.— Gray, James WILLIAM, Builder, Shrews- 
bury - villas, Talbot-road, Paddington, Middlesex. May 14, 3rd 
class, after a suspension of 12 months from Sept. 2, 1859. 
— Hoxreate, Tomas, Grocer, Bradford. May 21, 3rd class. — 
JOHNSON, WILLIAM, Leather Dealer, Shrewsbury. May 21, 3rd class.— 
Lownpes, Levi, Draper, Abergavenny, Mormouthshire. May 22, Ist 
class.—Peprer, Thomas, Wheelwright & Timber Merchant, Mountfield, 
Sussex. May 18, 2nd class.—Parice, CuristopHer, Butcher, Dudley- 
street, Wolverhampton. May 21, 3rd class.—Srarr, Francis Henry, 
Baker, Cardiff. May 22, 2nd class.—Tmornre, Wittram Jacon, 
Painter, Plumber, & Glazier, Commercial-road, New Peckham, Surrey. 
May 18, 2nd class.— Ware, Georce CuamBers, Brewer & Spirit Mer- 
chant, Donington, Lincolnshire. May 22, 3rd class, after a suspension 
of three months.—Wricut, Tuomas, Builder, Saffron Walden, Essex. 
Nay 18, 2nd cfass.—Freeman, George & HENRY BRENTLEY Wrrxon, 
Lead & Glass Merchants, & Pewterers, Blenheim-street, Oxford-street, 
Middlesex (G. D. Alderson & Co). May 18, Ist class to H. B. Wrixon. 


Scotch Sequestratious. 
Tuespay, May 22, 1860. 

FAIRWEATHER, WILLIAM, late of Balluderon, formerly of Perth-road, Dun- 
dee, afterwards of Balluderon, Tealing, Forfarshire, May 29, at 12; 
Royal Hotel, Dundee. Seg. May 17. 

Frercuson, James, Grocer, Dumfries. 
Dumfries. Seg. Ma: 5 

Hay, James, Bailder, Eglinton-street, Glasgow. May 29, at 12; Faculty- 
hall, St. George’s place, Glasgaw. Seq. May 19. 

Kintoca, ALEXANDER, Carter, Alexandria, we Dumbarton. May 5, 
at 1 Elephant Hotel, Dumbarton. Seg. May 

M‘Grecor, Mesry, & Co., Shawl & Carpet Fieten, Kilmarnock, and 
Jonn Merry, jun., & PETER M‘Grecor, individual partners of the said 
mae at 1; George Hotel, Portland-street, Kilmarnock. 

May 

Witson, Josern Hotmes, Ship Store Dealer & Grocer, Ardrossan. Jnne 

1, at 2; King’s Arms Hotel, Ayr. Seq. May 19. 
Fray, May 25. 1860. 

Apa, James, Chronometer, Watch, and Nautical Instrument Maker, 
Dundee. June 2, at 11; British Hotel, Dundee. Seg. May 21. 

Braixts, Jonn, Advocate, Aberdeen, a partner of the firm of John & 
Anthony Blaikie, Advocates, Aberdeen, and as an individual. June 1, 
at 12; mitanhe, tenawe Aberdeen. Seq. May 22. 

\-. aa Coal at ory SContractr 1 gm June 4, at 12; 
.— "s-place, Glasgow. a 

Mrrese.t, Jou, & Co., lers, Glasgow, and Paeriek De Dawson, Distiller, 
Glasgow, sole partner. June 5, at 12; Faculty hall, St. George’s-place, 
Glasgow. Seq. May 22. 

Locxnart, Jonn, Carrier & Dairyman, Wishaw, Cambusnethan, Lanark- 
shire. May 31, at 2; Commercial Inn, Wishaw, (Clarke’s). Seq. May 17. 


HE STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY. 
SPECIAL NOTICE. 
BONUS YEAR.—SIXTH DIVISION OF PROFITS, 
All policies now effected will participate in the division to be made as at 
15th November next. 
The Standard was established in 1825. 
The first division of profits tock place in 1835; and subsequent divisions 
have been made in 1840, 1845, 1850, and 1855. 
seit Profits to be divided in 1860 will be those which have arisen since 


Accumulated fund ..............£1,684,598 2 10 
Annual revenue .......s..00.25+ 289,231 13 5 
Annual average of new assurances effected during the last ten years 
upwards of half a million sterling. 
Wit. Taos, Taomson, Manager. 
H. Jones Wittiams, Resident Secretary. 


The Company's Medical Officer attends at the office daily, at half-past 
; ’ Lonvox—82, King Witliamstret E.C. 
Dusuix—86, Upper ‘ 


June 2, at 12; Commercia -rvad, 














TRUSTEES. 
The Right Hon. Lord Cranworth. 
The Right Hon. Lord Mon‘ 


The Right Hon. The Lord 
The —. Hon. = John commer Be Coleridge. 


Charles Purton oy he Bass gen! LL.D. F.R.S. 
George Capron, ls 


Drrecrors. 
Chairman—Nassau W. Senior, Esq, 
Deputy-Chairman—George Lake Russell, Esq. 
Armstrong, J. E., Esq. Hughes, Thomas, Esq 
Birch, Henry William, Esq. Kensit, T. G., Esq. 


Broughton, Robert J. P., Esq. Koe, John Herbert, Esq., Q.C. 
Clabon, John M., Esq Lucas, John, Esq. 

Cleasby, Anthony, Esq. Moore, Charlies oe 
Clowes, John Ellis, Esq. Moore, und F., ’ 
Crawley, George A., Esq. Potter, W. K., Esq. 


Dimond, Charles J., Esq. 


Dwarris, Sir Fortunatus, F.R.S. Robins, Esq. 
Hawkins, John William, Esq. Shadwell. H., Esq. 
Hilliard, Wm. E., Esq. Smith, , Esq. 





Hollingsworth, N., Esq. 
AUDITORS. 
Boodle, John, Esq. Phillimore, Robert J., D.C.L.,Q.C. 
Edgell, Alexander, Esq. Templer, J John Charles, Esq. 
Soxicitor.—George Rooper, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Mepicat Orricer.—W. 0. Markham, M.D. = 33, Clarges-street. 
ACTUARY AND SECRETARY. —Arthur H . Bailey, Esq. 

RepucTiIon oF Premrom.—Parties effecting assurances within Six 
Months of their last Birthday are allowed a proportionate dimimution in 
the Premium. 

Foreign ResipeNce. — Persons whose lives are assured are allowed, 
without licence or extra charge, in time of peace, to to and reside 
in any part of the World distant more than thirty-three degrees from the 
Equator ; and to reside within the prohibited degrees npon payment of an 
extra premium. 

Sectrity To Tarrp Parties.—Policies do not become void by the lives 
assured going beyond the prescribed limits,—so far as regards the interest 
of Third Parties, provided they pay the additional Premium so soon asthe 
fact comes to their knowledge. 

Free Poxictes.—Upon payment of a small increased Premium, “ Free 
Policies ” will be granted ; which, so far as regards any person having a 
bona fide interest in the life assured, are exempt from all hazard on account 
of residence in any part of the World. 

Bonvs.—Nine-tenths of the Profits are divided at the end of every five 
years among the assured. The additions made to Policies have ——_ 
very nearly 7wo per Cent. per Annum, on the sums assured. Policies be- 
coming Claims beeween the periods of Division are entitled to a Bonus, in 
addition to that previously declared. 

SuicipE.—Policies will not become void by suicide, except when com- 
mitted within thirteen months from the date of the assurance, and then 
only if no third parties have a bona fide interest therein. 

PusticaTion or Accounts.—The Annual Reports and Accounts are 
printed periodically. Copies may be had, with Forms of Proposal and 
one, requisite information, upon written or personal application to the 
office. 


NITED ‘KINGDOM | LIFE ASSURANCE 


No. 8, WATERLOO PLACE, PALL MALL, LONDON, S.W. 
The Funds or Property of the Company as at 3ist December, 1858, 
amounted to £652,618 : 3: 10, invested in Government or other approved 


securities. 
The Hon, FRANCIS SCOTT, Cuarrman. 
CHARLES BERWICK CURTIS, Esq., Derury Cuaraman. 

INVALID LIVES.—Persons not in sound health may have their lives 
insured at equitable rates. 

ACCOMMODATION IN PAYMENT OF PREMIUM.—Only one-half of 
the Annual Premium, when the I is for life, is required to be paid 
for the first five simple interest being charged on the balance. Such 
arrangement is equivalent to an immediate advance of 50 per cent. upon 
the Annual Premium, without the borrower having recourse to the un- 
pleasant necessity of procuring Sureties, or assigning and thereby parting 
with his Policy, during the currency of = Loan, irrespective of the great 
attendant expenses in such arrangemen 

The above mode of Insurance has wo found most advantageous when 
Policies have been required to cover or when is- 
comes applicable for Insurance are at present “limited, as it only mecessi- 
tates half the outlay formerly required by other Companies before’ tne 
present system was instituted by this Office. 

LOANS are granted likewise on real and personal securities. 

Forms of Proposals and every information afforded on 
Resident Director, 8, bia <3 -— Pall Mall, London, 8. W. 

y 01 
E. LENNOX BOYD, Resident Director. 


TI\HE GENERAL REVERSIONARY and IN- 
VESTMENT COMPANY. on, No. 5, Whitehall, —_— S.W., 

Established 1836, Further empowered by special Act of Parliament, 
14 & 15 Vict. c. 180. Capital, £500,000. 

The business of this Company consists in the purchase of, or loans upon 
reversionary SS ee in landed or funded property 
or securities ; also life ———— possession, as well asin por om amd 
and policies of assurance upon li 

Prospectuses and forms of Proposals ma be obtained from the Secretary 


om all communications should be ad 
WILLIAM BARWICK HODGE, Actuary and Secretary. 
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LONDON AND PROVINCIAL LAW 
ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


21, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E. C. 


DIRECTORS. 


GrorcE M. Burtt, Esq., Q.C., Chairman. 
H. S. Law, Esq., ‘Bush-lane, Deputy Chairman. 
Asuuer, The Hon. ANTHONY Joun, Lincoln’s-inn. 
Bacon, ‘JAMES, Esq., nee: C., Lincoln’s-inn. 
Bewt, WILttaM, Esq. -, Bow Church-yard. 

, ROWLAND Nevirt, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn. 
Beoxam, ” CHARLES Joun, Esq., Lincoln ’s-inn-fields. 
Bower, GrorcE, Esq., Tokenhiouse-y ard. 
(CHOLMELEY, STEPHEN, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn. 
Enas, Peter, Esq., Q.C., Park-crescent. 
Fane, WiLuiaM DAsHwoop, Esq., Board of Trade. 
Wareeman, LUKE, Esq., Coleman-street. 
‘Gase.ee, Mr. SERJEANT, Serjeant’s-inn. 
‘GWINNETT, WILLIAM HENRY, Esq., Cheltenham. 
Hepes, Joun Kinsy, Esq,, Wallingford. 
Hopre-Scort, James Rosert, Esq., Q.C., Temple. 
Hucues, Henny, Esq., Bradbourn, near Seven Oaks. 
JaY, Samvugt, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn. 
Jones J. OLIVER, Esq., 39, Chester-terrace, Regent’s-park. 
Lake, Henry, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn. 
LAWRANCE, EDWARD, Esq., 14, Old Jewry Chambers. 
Lerroy, G. Bentinck, Esq., 5, Robert-street, Adelphi. 
Locke, Jony, Esq., Q.C., M.P., Temple. 
Lorrvs, THomas, Esq., New-inn. 
Gwcas, CHagtes Rose, Fsq., Lincoln’s-inn. 
Parke, WitttaM, Esq., yo dees Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Saaw, Jonn Hore, Esq. +» Leeds. 
Starter, Wu11aM, Esq., Manchester. 
STEWARD, SamvEL, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
STu., Roper, Esq., Lincoln’s-inn. 
TILLEARD, JOHN, Esq., Old Jewry. 
Vizarp, WILLIAM, Esq., 55. Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Waite, Tuomas, Esq., Bedford-row. 


BONUS. 
oe maar of the Profits divided amongst the Assured every Five 
ears. 


Persons insured two years, dying before the Division, share in Profits. 
The Bonus has averaged very nearly £2 per cent. per annum on the 
sum assured, and 46 per cent. on the Premiums paid. 
Boxvsrs DECLARED UPON POLICIES WHICH HAD BEEN IN FORCE 10 YEARS 
upon 3lst DECEMBER, 1855. 





1 
} Bonus seit | Per cent. 
yee too | to Sum on the Pre- 


Assured. | mium paid. 


S..8,..4 £ 

226 «13 | 149 
| 
| 


Sum Assured. 





253 «18 153 
328 15 170 
50 452 10 j 191 
55 5471 j 210 
60 681 13 247 








Prospectuses and all further information may be had at the Office. 
ARCHIBALD DAY, Actuary and Secretary. 


: ponieee MUTUAL INVESTMENT, LOAN 
and DISCOUNT COMPANY (Limited), 
17, NEW BRIDGE-STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, E.C. 


Capital, £100,000, in 10,000 shares of £10 each. 





CHAIRMAN. 
METCALF HOPGOOD, Esq., Bishopsgate-street. 


SoxiciTors. 
Messrs. COBBOLD & PATTESON, 3, Bedford-row. 


MANAGER, 
CHARLES JAMES THICKE, Esq., 17, New Bridge-street. 


INVESTMENTS.—The present rate of interest on money deposited with 
the Company for fixed periods, or subject to an agreed notice ef withdrawal, 
is 5 percent. The investment being secured by a subscribed capital of 
£85,000, £70,000 of which is not yet called up. 

LOANS.—Advances are made, in sums from £25 to £1,000, upon 

personal and other security, moe ag by easy instalments, ex- 
tending over any period not exceeding 10 yea: 

Prospectuses fully detailing the cidade of the Company, forms of 
proposal for Loans, and every information, may be obtained on applica- 
tion to JOSEPH K. JACKSON, Secretary. 


REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES. 
Aw REVERSIONARY IN TEREST SOCIETY, 
68, CHANCERY LANE, LONDO: 
Caatnman—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., rained of London, 
Dervrr-Caainman—Nassau W. Senior, Esq., late Masterin Chancery. 
* Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests. 
Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms. 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal 3 fe 
had st the Office. , ya 





tion, may be 
IN, Secretary. 





LEICESTERSHIRE AND NORTHAMPTONSHIRE. 
Five Freehold Farms at Goadby, Husband Bosworth, Lubbenham, Burton 
Overy, and Barton Seagrave, offering most desirable Properties for In- 
vestment or Occupation. 
E. Bonne 5 is instructed to SELL by AUCTION, 
MART, opposite the Bank of England, 7 WEDNESDAY, 


‘ t the 
JUNE ot at TWELVE for ONE, in Five Lots, 


A MANORIAL ESTATE, at Goadby, 


eight miles from Market Harborough, and two miles from the post town 
of Tugby, in Leicestershire, comprising 
A First-rate GRAZING FARM of 264 acres, 

beautifully undulated, a small portion arable, with excellent residence and 
farm buildings, in the occupation of Mr. Joseph Shilcock, on lease for three 
years; also, adjoining Lands of 14 acres, and Cottages in the village of 
Goadby. This estate is bounded by the properties of Lord Berners, the 
Earl of Cardigan, and Sir Arthur Gray Haslerigg, Bart., 


A Productive FREEHOLD FARM of 78 acres, 


rich soil and tithe free, with comfortable Homestead and Farm Buildings, 
at Husband Bosworth, two miles from Welford, and six miles and a half 
from Market Harborough and Lutterworth, adjoining the estates of George 
Turville, Esq., and John Cook, Esq., in the occupation of Messrs. Freeman. 


A small FREEHOLD FARM of 25 acres, 


tithe free and land-tax redeemed, with Farm Buildings at Lubbenham, 

three miles from Market Harborough, in the occupation of Messrs. Hopkins . 
An excellent FREEHOLD DAIRY FARM of 76 acres, 

tithe free, adjoining the village of Burton Overy, two miles from the 

stations at Glen and Kibworth, and eight miles from Leicester, with home- 

stead, garden, orchard, cottage, and farm buildings, in the occupation of 

Mr. James Heap. 

And at Barton Seagrave, in Northamptonshire, two miles from the 

town of Kettering and railway station, 

An attractive FREEHOLD PLEASURE FARM of 105 acres, 
of superior Grass and Arable Land, land tax redeemetl, bounded by the 
estates of the Duke of Buccleuch and Lady Hood, with homestead and 
farm buildings, and beautitul home close of three acres, with ornamental 
elms, offering a tempting opportunity for building. This farm has been 
many years in the occupation of Mr. Christopher Gawthropp. 

The RENTALS amount to £1,034 a year, 

from tenants of long standing, and most punctual, and are capable of great 
im provement. 

Full particulars, with plans of these desirable properties, may be had 
twenty-eight days prior, at the Three Swans, Market Harborough ; the 
Three Crowns, Leicester; the Bell, Husband Bosworth ; and Royal Hotel, 
Kettering. Also of P. PAIN, Esq. +, at Boughton House ; ; of Messrs. 
CAMERON & BOOTY, Solicitors, Raymond.buildings, Gray’s-inn ; of 
W. B. TARRANT, Esgq., Solicitor, 2, Bond-court, Walbrook; at the Auc- 
tion Mart ; and at Mr. Robins’s New Offices, 5, W: ‘aterloo-place, Pall-mall , 





MAYFIELD, SUSSEX. 

A compact and valuable Freehold Farm, most eligibly situate in the parish 
of Mayfield, in the beautiful vicinity of Tunbridge Wells, comprising 
about 208 acres of arable, pasture, meadow, hop, and wood land, free of 
great tithes, and land tax redeemed, offering an eligible opportunity for 
investment, or for occupation if desired. 


R. MARSH has received instructions to SELL b 
AUCTION, at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, JUNE 6, at ON 
punctually, in One Lot, a valuable FREEHOLD ESTATE, distinguished 
as Pennybridge Farm, situate in the parish of Mayfield, within eight miles 
of Tunbridge We'ls, and five miles from the Wadhurst station on the Tun- 
bridge Wells and Hastings Railway. It consists of a convenient tarmhouse, 
with all requisite agricultural buildings, in a good state of repair, and about 
208 acres of land, of which about eight acres are hop garden, 25 acres 
woodland, affording abundant cover for game, and the remainder arable 
and pasture. In the occupation of Mr. James Stevenson (who and whose 
father have in succession occupied the property for the last fifty years) at 
a present rental of £140 per annum. This rental, however, is considered 
inadequate, and was only fixed at its present amount in consequenceof the 
property having been recently let from year to year only in order to meet 
the possibility of a purchaser requiring immediate possession. The rent 
is estimated on behalf of the vendors at £160. Mr, Stevenson’s tenancy 
expires at Michaelmas next, when possession may be obtained if desired, 
or Mr. Stevenson is willing to take a Jease for fourteen years if terms can 
be arranged with the purchaser. 

The property may be viewed on application to the tenant, who will “~~ 
the estate, of whom particulars and conditions of sale, with plans, ma; 74] 
obtained ; also of H. G. BRYDONE, Esq., Petworth ; of T. D. CALTH =i. 
Esq., Solicitor, 8, Whitehall-place, Lond on, 8.W.; at the Sussex and 
Kentish Hotels, Tunbridge Wells; at the Hotels at Lewes and Hastings ; 
at the Mart; and at Mr. MARSH’S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion- 
house, London. 


FREEHOLD ses ye —CHURCH LANDS of SAINT PAN- 
Ss, KENTISH TOWN. 
REEHOLD LAND, in close proximity to the 
Gordon House Lane Station of the Hampstead Junction Railway, 
TO BE LET ON LEASE for 99 years. The Trustees of the Church Lands 
of St. Pancras will MEET on URSDAY, the 3lst day of MAY NEXT, 
at No. 1, GORDON-STREET, GORDON-SQUARE, at TEN o'clock in the 
forenoon precisely, to receive TENDERS for letting the church lands on 
henge: leases, subject to certain stipulations, be eS themennttine 
be ascertained at the offices of Messrs. SCADDI & SON, No. I, 
Gordon-street, St. Pancras; and of Mr. JOHN DENT, the surveyor to the 
yah ee No. 34, Great James-street, Bedford-row. 
ns, showing the land and its localit yr a py 
at athee of the above offices. Sealed tenders to be dellvered at the oa 
of Messrs. SCADDING .& SON, on or before WEDNESDAY, the 30th 
day of MAY, endorsed “ Tenders tor Renting Church Lands on Building 
Leases.” The trustees do not bind themselves to agcept the highest or 
any other tender. 




















